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NATO: Article o46 NATO Without ‘Transatlantic 
Shackles’ 


MS0406130396 London INDEPENDENT in English 
4 Jun py 


[Report by Imre Karacs in Berlin and Mary Dejevsy in 
Pans: Shedding of U.S. Ties Satusfies Nato Members | 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] “Are you satisfied” asked 
Klaus Kinkel, the German Forcign Minister, a» he 
bumped into his French counterpart, Herve de Charette, 
in the lift. France was “very satisfied’, Mr de Charette 
assured him. 


Nato foreign ministers, meeting in Berlin for the first 
tume in the history of the alliance, had just agreed to free 
the European members of Nato from thei transatlantic 
shackles 


Britain, historically unhappy about anything that would 
create a European defence structure separate from Nato, 
went along quite happily. 


“For the first ume in the history of the Atlantic alliance, 
Europe can express its defence identity, proclaimed 
Mr de Charette, not forgetting to credit France with 
the achievement. The years in the Cold War wilderness 
were over 


With the creation of the European Security and Defence 
Identity (ESDI1), the continent's alphabet soup of organ- 
sations charged with maintaining the peace has acquired 
its Most vital ingredient yet 


For ESDI ts the Holy Grail of European defence, 
allowing just a few member states to mount peace- 
keeping missions, even outside the boundaries of Nato. 
Its most important clement is the Combined Joint Task 
Force (CJTF), a sort of defence Lego that can be built 
up at short notuce to send to the world’s hot-spots. 


Europe lacked this flexibility throughout the Bosma 
crisis. In the new set-up, whose technical aspects will 
be finalised by December, a few interested member- 
States can raise such an army, which will remain under 
the acgis of Nato, but will not require the active 
participation of all members 


A CITF could operate under the command of the 
Western European Union (WEU), the defence body that 
is linked both to Nato and to the European Union 


But this is not the kind of European force that France has 
heen clamouring for, nor that which Britain has fought 
against. There was a suggestion at one stage that there 
should be a separate European command structure, 

Malcoim Rifkind, the Foreign Secretary sand. It did 
not survive, nor did it deserve to 
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While Mr Rifkind was in Berlin, the Secretary of State 
for Defence, Michael Porullo, was in Paris, underlining 
the view that defence, armaments and armics are maticrs 
to he decided primarily by sovereign governments, 
not by the “supranational institutions’ of the European 
Union. 


Mr Porullo sought to differenuate between defence 
groupings, such as Nato and the West European Union 
on the one hand, and the EU on the other 


He wanted to scotch the idea that esther the new 
European “pillar” in Nato or the WEU were, or could 
become, the defence arm of the European Union 
Addressing an audience at the French military academy, 
he insisted that neither Nato nor the WEU could submit 
itself to policies made by the EU. 


He also stressed that Europe was only at the beginning 
of its quest for a new defence structure: “The WEU ts 
not and will not be, a European substitute for Nato. But 
it as the nght body to provide political authority and 
direction for European operations in future, he said 


Mr Portillo said that instances of “acting unilaterally 
within Nato” would “begin at the small end and for 
some time ahead be limited 


The new deal, if anything, ties the United States more 
firmly to Europe than ever before. Without US. input, a 
combined European force would have trouble pacitying 
Liechtenstein let alone bringing peace to the Balkans 


Any mission will continue to rely on US. satellite in- 
telligence, heavy military transport aircraft and commu. 
nications technology, which under this agreement can 
now be borrowed from Nato 


But the arrangements will allow future US. presidents 
to help out with small-scale Bosnia-style missions with- 
out provoking resistance in Congress. And decisions 
about missions of any kind will still have to be ap- 
proved by all Nato member-states, and the use of Nato 
assets during an operation will he kept) under review 

In other words, what the US. gives, it can take away 


Rather than Nato going to France, it 1s France that 
has been beating the path to the alliance im recent 
months, starting with full political participation in Nato 
meetings, and leading inevitably to France's return to 
the military fold. “France will not reyoun yesterday's 
alliance. It could do a im the new alliance, Mr de 
Charette said 


In this new age of enlightenment, Paris has given up 
its goal of converting the Western European Union into 
a fully fledged military arm of the EU The WEL's 
pohoes and role will he much more modest than its 
previous rhetoric implied. Mr Rifkind predicted 
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December 1996, thus at our next ministerial meeting 
in Brussels, the first implementation decisions shall 
be made. It will undoubtedly be difficult to take all 
of them, because there 1s substantial technical-mulstary 
wwk to accomplish, and much of the responsihility 
will fall on our defense ministers, but nonetheless i ts 
very important that as of the 1996 mecting the largest 
technical decisions be made 


In conclusion, | would lke to make three remarks 


First, throughout the preparatory work, which has taken 
place since the Brussels meeting of S December, in 
this six-month period which has been a key period, and 
which will remain a key period for the Atlantic alliance, 
the Europeans have shown great solidarity and a very 
great convergence of views. This propect. on which we 
took ihe initiative, was not a project for France alone. It 
was also a project for Europe. The Europeans reacted in 
a very positive manner. In other words, they have shared 
this project for Europe. And it is thus 4 great success 
for Europe today which I am welcoming. | would 
also like to stress the quality of the Franco- American 
relationship on this important and undoutedly difficult 
question. For the Americans, it was without doubt an 
important change. | have pointed out that it was the 
United States which, for the first time, had the wea 
that Europe should cxpress its personality in the Euro- 
American defense strategy. Even so, it has been a 
quite remarkable effort on the part of the Americans 
of work, of discussion, and of cooperation with thew 
European partners, and | would like to salute the attitude 
which has enabled our American partners and fnends 
to arrive with us at this solution, which | beheve to 
he a very satisfactory one We are thus strengthening 
the transatlanuc bond. This transati antic bond rests on a 
strong expression of the European defense personality: 
not only does this not weaken the transatlantic bond, 
but I believe that tt durably consolidates and reinforces 
it. Finally, in this project which 1s beng progressively 
implemented, we share a strong ambition to ensure that 
the transatlantic bond 1s confirmed in an entirely new 
Strategic environment and arrangement, and to ensure 
that Europe cxupresses its personality and demonstrates, 
as it demonstrated in the Maastricht discussions, the 
intention to fully assume tts defense responsiPilities. In 
brief, this is truly a decisive moment in which a strong 
ambition to adapt to the new world is being cxpressed 


(Journalist) You said that France wil! find its place in the 
alliance. Does that mean that French military personne! 
will enter the NATO headquarters’ 


[De Charette] 1 sand, provided that this work, whose 
first stage we have completed taday Py adopting the 
guidelines and political principles. which ts naturally 
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a decisive moment, provided that the omplementation 
work is done rapidly, ut of course conforms to the 
guidelines which I have just defined, and 1s ready at the 
appropriate ime. We are only at the first stage. France 
is prepared to take its full place im the new alliance. ht 
will not take its place in the alliance of yesterday. It is 
prepared to do it in the new alliance. But I repeat, ut 
1s NOW Necessary thal the technical-mulitary work that | 
just mentioned be pursued 


Journalist} Do you think that this new alliance will be 
capable of resolving problems such as the one between 
Greece and Turkey’ 


[De Charette] 1 simply want to remind you that the 
alliance was not created to resolve internal conflicts, 
that it could not imagine doing so. It was created to 
guarantee its external security. This remains truc 


{Journalist} This new alliance you talk about, does i 
mean « parallel long-term withdrawal, of even a short. 
term one, of the Americans in Europe’ 


{De Charette] Not at all. On the contrary, | believe that 
it means the strengthening of the transatlantic bond In 
other words, the confirmation of the American presence 
in Europe; the confirmation of the security commitment 
of the Europeans in Europe and the confirmation of what 
both of us wish to maintain, and why not develop this 
transatlantic bond? This was not at al! part of crther the 
original idea nor the final one 


Journalist] Does one of the results of today’s meeting 
mean that the Saceur deputy will become de facto the 
hoss of the European component of the alliance ’ 


(De Charette] Yes, that is a reasonable proposal you 
make. This question has not been decided at this 
point since, | repeat, we have estabinhed only the 
guidelines and the principles. These guidelines and these 
principles are specific. Specific enough for me to he 
able to forcefully tell you France's satustaction today 
I consider that it obtained what it wanted, and thus 
we are very satisfied. But we have fot yet gone into 
the practical modalities, those you mention, Sit, and 
which are obviously one of the most visible aspects, 
which personally | find highly prohatic and, frankly 
reasonanie 


Journalist] If NATO extends to the countries of the 
East, how do you see the situation for countres like 
Finland. Sweden.’ 


[De Charette] The enlargement issue has not vet been 
addressed in our work and I will thus refram from re 
porting to you on the work carned on in the regard 
I will give you my feeling which is France s fecling 
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Enlargement is not a subject on which there are deci- 
sions to be made at this mecting in Berlin. What was 
important in this meeting was to deal with the adapta- 
tion, the renovation, the reform of the alliance, in order 
for the quesuon of the European defense sic atity to be 
expressed, and in our opinion the question of enlarge- 
ment is not an issue for decision in this mecting. 


Journalist] Will the Americans have a right to monitor 
the putting of NATO's European resources at the 
disposal of the WEU” 


[De Charette] | would like to clarify this point, which ts 
a Very important one. It is obwiowas that the alliance has 
functioned since its ongin, and will always function, 
according to the principle of unanimaty. France itself 
would not be prepared to abandon this rule. This means 
that we have together made a decision and that if 
there were to be a European intervention within the 
alliance framework one day, the agreement of the 16 
members of the alliance will be required. But | would 
also like to add that this control could only involve the 
terms and conditions of the decision, its principle... But 
certainly not the day-to-day conditions, which would be 
the responsibility of the countries which had made the 
decision 


Journalist] What would be the chain of command’ 


[De Charette] The chain of command would be a 
European one. This is one of the principles that we have 
accepted 


Journalist] On what basis’ 


[De Charette] This will be the work of the technical 
discussions which | mentioned a few minutes ago, to 
establish this question of the chain of command capahic 
of providing a visible and permanent character to the 
defense entity within the alliance. It is not by any 
means a virtual arrangement, an arrangement which 
would be on paper as part of the planning. There can be 
planning. It is very useful, and of course we must work 
on hypotheses like military people do. At the same time, 
there will also have to be an identification in the chain of 
command of the command positions held by Europeans 
and available in the framework of the European defense 
identity 


Journalist] On the defense issuc, is there an identity of 
views hetween France and Great Britain’ 


[De Charetic] 1 must acknowledge what we have 
done m thi pernod, worked hand in hand with our 
British frends, as by the way with many others, in 
particular with the Germans. But I would like to 
stress, in fact, since you are British journalists. if | 
understand correctly, you are asking this question from 
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that standpoint, | would like to stress the cxcelicnt work 
that we have donc, French and British 


Journalist] Were the negotiations to ative at today’s 
agreement difficult” 


[De Charette] Yes. lt was necessarily complex. There 
are technical-mulitary aspects. But above al! because 
it was a major political decision for the Europeans, 
to show the Europeans’ determination to cxpress their 
personality for thew defense within the alliance, and 
also difficult for the American side, hecause it was an 
importamt’ change in the organization of the alliance 
Everyone did their part and | must say the Americans as 
well. There was solidanty on the part of the Europeans, 
and there was a spirit of openness on the part of the 
Amencans 


Journalist} What was France's problem in entering the 
integrated military structure’ 


[De Charette] France never envisaged returting to the 
former alliance. On the contrary, we decided on $ 
December to rejoin our place in certain non-integrated 
bodies of the Atlantic alliance. This was our way of 
taking a gamble: That we would manage to convince 
our European and American partners that it was time 
to organize the new alliance. The new alliance is the 
expression | have used but it is also the one used by 
Warren Christopher. 


Journalist] The problem of enlargement is that of the 
Russians’ obyection. Can a solution be found’ 


[De Charette] But that was not the topic today, and 
we will not make a decision in Berlin regarding the 
enlargement issuc. It is an important issue that will 
have to be discussed very closely with the countries 
which have apphed for enlargement and with Russia 
And the decision will be made later, at the end of these 
discussions. Not taday and probally not this year 


Journalist] Are you satisfied with the Berlin meeting’ 


[De Charetic] It is true that I am satisfied, because 
we have reached at the Berlin meeting of the Atlantx 
Council a very great decision, since for ihe first time 
since the creation of the alliance, 47 years ago, we 
have decided that the European personality in the 
defense field will be cupressed and organized in lt 
is thus something entirely new, this idea of a Europear 
presence in the Atlantic alliance. It was launched by an 
American, ) F. Kennedy, in 1962. it was not yesterday 
But could never materialize Today, ut has taken 
concrete shape. At this mecting of the foreign affairs 
ministers of the Atlant alliance, we have made the 
decision to do it by estaPiishing the principles. the 
conditions, and then leaving to the defense minisicts 
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the military leaders, the diplomats the job of working 
on the practical organization. 


{Journalist} How would you define France's current 
Situation, 18 i a return to the old system’ 


[De Charette] Not at all. We are certainly not return- 
ing to the old alliance. On the contrary, France has ex- 
pressed several times, at the initiative of the president 
of the Republic, our readiness to participate in a new 
alliance. And Uus 1s what is involved and 1s being done 
But | would like to provide a clarification: France, of 
course, will keep its freedom of decision on the use of 
its forces and its military initiative. It thus keeps, of 
course, its sovereignty and its independence 


[Journalist] Will there be European clements clearly 
identified in the command? 


[De Charette] What does the European defense identity 
mean’ It means that for a senes of missions, new mis- 
sions of the alliance which are missions of intervenuon 
iN peacetime in areas of conflict where the alliance or 
the Europeans might decide to act, where the Americans 
would not like to do so, where the Europeans would like 
to do so, they must de able to do so. And this requires 
that a chain of command be established in advance, with 
mulitary resources, in other words units and headquarters 
permanently available to enable an intervention, which 
would obviously be a rapid one. It is thus genuinely a 
concrete structure, which, for the first time in the his- 
tory of these last SO years, makes it possible to take an 
important step on the path of what | would call ‘the 
European defense 


Journalist} Could we have a concrete cxample of 
this European defense identity’ If the Americans leave 
Bosma. for example, what would this European identity 
do” 


[De Charette] We must not confuse issues. On the 
issue of Bosnia-Herzegovina, we have already said 
what our position is. We arrived together, moreover in 
the framework of the Atlantic alliance, the European 
countries and the Americans, and we will leave together 
When and how”? That will have to be discussed at the 
end of [FOR's [Implementation Force) mandate. It 1s 
not for today. It is for the end of 1996. And, I repeat, 
the principle that we established of arriving together and 


leaving together has not changed 


{Journalist} Thirty years ago, General de Gaulle pulled 
France out of NATO's mulitary structure. Today, it 1s 
returning under different conditions 


[De Charette} Not to the same alliance 


Journalist} Do you not heleve that General de Gaulle 
must he turning over in his grave today’ 
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[De Charette} I do not beheve so. It 1s a president from 
the Gaullist family who took this step and | want i to 
be understood by public opimon as a great step forward 
Because for the first ume, Europe is organizing in the 
defense afea, something 1 has never done before 


Journalist] It is a great diplomatic victory for France 
Was it difficult to achieve” 


[De Charette] | usually do not address compliments to 
myself. But I heleve we can consider that France took 
a gamble last December in announcing its return to 
the non-integrated bodies of the Atlantic alliance. This 
gambic was thal in making this gesture, we would lead 
the Europeans, and then the Americans, into a genuine 
renovation of the alliance. | believe that this gambic has 
paid off 


[Journalist] Are you satisfied with the outcome of this 
mectuing ’ 


[De Charette} | am in fact satisfied, because France has 
oMained a genuine political decision from all its partners 
in the Atlantic alliance: What I would call the European 
security and defense identity will now be organized 
within the Atlanuc alliance. This means that for the 
first time since the creation of the alliance, 47 years 
ago, following the war, the Europeans will exist inside 
the alliance and exist at the leve. of military structures, 
such that if they so desire. they will be able to organize 
among themselves an intervenuion in a future theater of 
operations in the field of peacekeeping operations 


[Journalist] With the resources of NATO)” 


[De Charette] With European resources and with, i 
fact, the resources of NATO 


[Journalist] Why has it been so difficult wince 1989 to 
achieve this change’ 


[De Charette] Because it 1s a great change as far as 
concepts and mentalities are concerned. The Atlantic 
alhance was something which was, | would say, under 
the American influence and in a system in which there 
was no place for Europe as such. This is the first 
time that we have succeeded in achieving this progress 
I must note that we have for this a willingness to 
cooperate, a solidarity of all the Europeans, who are 
aware that this is a great moment. We are in the process 
of discussing the future of the EU, this is a good time to 
show what we are capatic of doing together, tomorrow, 
if it 18 Necessary to ensure the Europeans’ intervention 
in a theater of operations involving peacckeeping 


Journalist] Does thes mean that Prance wil! become 
more mvolved in the alliances mulitary structures’ 
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[De Charette] Naturally, at the same time, we have said, 
if this ts done we are prepared to become a full partucr 
in this new alliance. We wou! never have decided to 
return to the old alliance. But in the new alliance in 
which the European defense identity 1s more strongly 
registered, much more strongly, yes, we are in fact 
willing to Commit ourselves, we afe now going to enter 
into a period which will be rather long, during which all 
the technical-military work mus’ done, to sce how 
that is organized. Because European headquarters and 
lines of command are required throughout the structure 
of the alliance which make it possible, when the ume 
comes, to intervene without losing time. 


Vournalist} Everyone says that this involvement will 
take a certain amount of ume... 


[De Charette] I believe that the goal is to be ready by 
2000. 


Journalist} But what will happen then if, between now 
and the year 2000. there is a new crisis like that in 
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Bosnia where the Americans, for cxampic, would not 
want to intervenc” 


[De Charette] We would try to speed up the movement, 
bul al any fale important progress will be made month 
after month. We have asked that at the next munisicrial 
mecting of the Atlantic alliance, which will take place 
in Brussels next December, we already make the most 


important decisions. They must be implemented 


What has been our line in Bosnia’ France's line is 
known. We arrived together, in the framework of the 
Atlanuc alliance, with the Americans. There is no 
scenario in which we would stay if the Americans icave 
And thus as far as Bosnia-Herzegovina is concerned. 
we will undoubtedly have to examine, at the end of the 
year, this 1s not for today, what we will do afterwards 
But it 1s very clear that we will adhere to this principle 
Having arrived with the Americans, we will leave with 
them. 
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EL: Santer’s “Confidence Pact for Employment" 
Summarized 


BROGOG1S1496 Brussels DE MORGEN in Dutch 
6 Jun WH pit 


[Report signed “RS: “Jacques Santer’s Employment 
Document Very Thin’) 


{FBIS Translated Text) It contains no more than cight 
sheets of paper printed on both sides. And yet the con- 
cue document which was released by the European 
Commission yesterday [S June] is the core of Luxem- 
bourg Commussion President Jacques Santer’s most im- 
portant imitiative so far. ht is the European “Confidence 
Pact for Employment’ The proposals he formulates in 
that pact ate not particulatly world-shatiering. In the 
first place tt us intended as yet another appeal to both 
the European Union, the European member states, and 
the social partners to take action. Not only to contain the 
high unemployment rate which affects 18 millon Euro- 
peans, but also to respond to the growing dissatisfaction 
with the lack of initiatives on the part of “Europe” 


The concept, which will be presented to the heads 
of state in Florence on 21 and 22 June — the plan 
will already he submutied to the social partners ai a 
European summit one week carer — 1s definitely not 
conspicuous for its originality. Quite a few agenda items 
from predecessor Jacques Delors’ famous white paper 
are cither fine-tuned of simply reiterated. It starts with 
the obligatory suggestion of ‘developing the macro- 
cconome climate in as favorable a way as possible. 
The need for stable and healthy public finances — 
meaning finances which meet the Maastricht criteria 
— is seasoned with various recommendations with a 
strong lyheral slant to them: less public expenses, more 
revenues, of the Conversion of passive’ expenses such 
as unemployment allowances into acuve measures. 


There ts one remarkable phrase at the end of the first 
powt: “adjusting the balance of the tax burden for the 
benefit of labor” However, the whole plan does not 
contam any reference whatsoever to a European tax 
and social harmomzation in succession to monetary 
harmonization 


In the second powt, Santer wants to further develop and 
unplement the internal market's potential. Santer sug- 
gests that the probiem of the transcuropean networks 
financing should be regulated as such by the Council 
of Mimsters. The labor unions argue that the financing 
of such emportant infrastructure works should he given 
priority to give a new impetus to the economy. Up to 
now (fee financing has heen stalled to a large extent hy 
the finance muonisters 
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The third point deals with the rcorgamzation of the 
member states’ poh markets. Once again, many recom- 
mendations ae given both to the governments and to 
the sacial partners, but the plan does not contam any 
specifics. Everything show J hecome more flexibic, with 
more emphasis on youngsters and on support to the un- 
employed. This very point unveils the confidence pact's 
weakness. For the most pat, the employment policy ts 
still the competence of the national member states. If 
Santer can make recommendations, he has hardly any 
authority 


Finally, the fourth point on “European structural mea- 
sures for the benefit of employment’ begins with the 
demand to spend the released European budgets. which 
amount to roughly 200 millon Belgian francs, on boost- 
ing employment. Here too, Santer must struggle against 
the suspicion of many of the Union's governments. 
which would rather use that moncy to teing thew f- 
nances im line with the Maastricht criteria 


In spate of the Commission's intentions, nothing sug- 
gests that Europe will impose any structural measures 
to reduce unemployment for the time heimg. There is 
imsufficrem authority for that, and too much disagree- 
memt both hetween the member states and between the 
social partners. UNICE, the European employers’ or- 
ganization, has reduced its expectavons for European 
social talks to a minimum 


EL: Santer on UK's Handling of Reef Crisis 


12090610169 London THE OBSERVER im Englich 
Y Jun pil 


[Report by Stephen Bates and Anthony Bevins 
‘Hour of Truth’ Is Nigh — Santer’] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Europeans are beginning to 
question Britain's membership of the European Union. 
Jacques Santer. President of the European Commission, 
told THE OBSERVER l|ast night. warning that the hour 
of truth” was approaching 


UK's 


In a Pitter attack on the Brith Government for its 
ifresponsibic handling of the beef crisis last might, he 
accused Ministers of “abeurd’ fehaviour which would 
leave Britain diplomatically isolated for years 


With Tory rebels gearing up for another Euro-revolt in 
the Commons on Tuesday [11 June}, hoping for the 
support of up to half the Government hackhenchers for 
a European Referendum Bill, John Major now faces 
a crushing political squeeze from both sides of the 
Channe! 


Mr Santer 's threatening anger wil! heighten the sense of 
Westmenster cron and stiffen the resolve of Mr Major's 
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critics to ensure that he does not even dream of a beet 
war retreat. 

In an cachusive interview wmed af a Brush audience. 
Mr Santer warned: “There ws a very broad reaction 
against the British attstude and, as they call ut in some 


newspapers, British arrogance Thal is very damaging 
for British interests. 


“You we night in asking whether some people are 
suggesting that Europe would be better off without 
Britain. | would do my best to fight any reaction of 
this and. | do not think any government shares this 
view at present. But there was an implicit threat that 
the situation could change 


Mr Santer said’ “We are coming to l'heure de verite 
{the hour of truth}. We are going as far as the limit of 
our possible tolerance, and all the members’ tolerance. 
It is NOt pust governments, it 1s public Opimon, Consumer 
Organisations and lobbyisys. They are now not very 
happy in this situation. We have to say that it ts the 
British Government that has tnggered the crisis 


“1 am concerned about anu British propaganda, but | am 
also concerned about the ant-European propaganda in 
Britain and. as Presidert of the Commission, | have to 
say that the British Government has been responsible for 
mismanagement of Ux whole crisis. Let us say this in a 
very fnendly way, the crisis was tnggered by statements 
on 20 March in the British Parliamem ‘at there could 
he a new virus (sic) 


“lt is very annoying for us, the British Government's 
response. it is not an Objective response to the problem, 
tus blocking and this war atmosphere, which cannot 
solve the probiem. The problem can only be solved by 
measures taken in the UK. 


Mr Santer, who has advised the Government to end its 
non- Cooperation policy within the EU, has generally 
heen seen as a friend of Britain, and the commussion 
has tried hard to reach a solution to the crisis, but 
there is extreme scepticism about whether a framework 
agreement for lifting the bee! ban can be put in place by 
the ume of the Florence summit in less than a fortnight’s 
ume. “It is up to the British Government to produce its 
framework proposals, Mr Santer said. There are many 
discussions but nothing on the table. 


Mr Santer, a former Christian Democrat who might 
he cupected to he sympathetic to the Tories, said 
“Speaking as a politician and a former Prime Minister 
I cannot understand the British attitude 


“Their policy of non-<co peration is quite abeurd, to 
Mock the fight against fraud last week was quite 
amazing If there is an attack by British diplomacy 
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against other countries, seems to me quite obvious 
that there will be a reacvon from other countnes, and 
that would create an atmosphere of anti- Britishness 


But Tory bitterness over the beef ban — and the 
requirement to slaughter more than a mulhon cattle by 
the end of this year — threaten to increase support for 
the Euro-sceptic cause. The test of that will come in the 
Commons on Tuesday, when MPs have the chance of 
delivering a pubic vote on a European referendum 


Supporters of the Referendum Bill, to be proposed by 
Tory Eurosceptic Bill Cash, hope that will get the 
hacking of many of the 100 Tones who last year signed 
a Commons motion taking a stand against the European 
single currency — about half the Government's back- 
hench strength 


Attempts to rebuild party unity were shattered in April, 
when 66 Conservative MPs supported a backhench Bil! 
to curb the power of the European Court, and the 
sceplics are now urging colleagues to top that revolt 
MPs are being told they can ‘punch them ticket — 
guarantee themscives protechon — by voting for the 
Bill as a defence against a challenge from Sir James 
Goldsmith's Referendum Party at the next clection 


The Bill is being backed by former Cabinet members 
John Redwood, Norman Lamont and John Biffen, as 
well as Ulster Unionist leader David Trimic and former 
Labour Catinet Minister Peter Shore 


Yesterday Mr Cash would not speculate on the scale of 
support the Bill would get, but he said: “There is a very, 
very substantial body of opimion which 1s enthusiastic 
Voters would be asked if they supported irreversible 
changes in the Treaty on European Union so that the 
UK retains its powers of government and 1s not part of a 
federal Europe of a European monetary union, inchuding 
a single currency 


EU Commissioner Criticizes UK ‘Reef War’ Tactics 
MS1006100196 London INDEPENDENT on English 
10 Jun 9 py 


[Report by Sarah Heim incorporating intermew with 
Franz Fischler, European Agriculture Commussmoner, 
date and place not given’ “Farm Chict Raises Stakes 
in Beef Dispute] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text) Pranz Fischier, the European 
Agriculture Commissioner, has ruled out any chance 
that Britain might secure a timetable for the lifag of 
the bee! han, and has proposed tough new demands for 
a framework to case the cries 


In an interview with the Independent he also made clear 
there can be no deal on how to lift the han wat Bretam 
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has halted ts Mocking tacucs in Brussels. Nobody m 
Burope can speak about a timetabic af this stage _ tf the 
Brush present a framework as a kind of Mank choguc 
noth. will sign i 


Brian's Mocking policy had made ut much harder tor 
the EU w make concessions on lifung the han, he 
imested. Now, if we want to make 4 concession, people 
thunk we ac domg tt for political reasons because of 
pressure from Brita. They don't bheheve we ae dong st 
hecwuse of the screntific evidence. This makes mt harder 
to maintain comswner confidence and harder to case the 
han 


Mr Pischier’s comments ate the latest sign that Britain's 
tactics in Brussels are not helping win allies over the 
crisis 


Ai the weekend, Jacques Santer, president of the Ea- 
ropean Commuiusson, sad memher-states were reaching 
the lemit of our possible tolerance’ and that Britain 
could face years of diplomatn tsolaty . 


Mr Pichler sand Brita most meet three demands 
before any agreement can he ugned 


— The Government must accept stragent EU voung 
procedures cach time another clemen! of the ban is to 
he lifted. A proposal to case 4 few part of the han 
would first he made by the European Commission on the 
basis of scientific evidence This proposal would then 
he voted on by qualified majority, in the EU's standing 
veterinary commutice. A further qualified majority vote 
would then he needed among EU agriculture monsters 
ht was this process which applied during the lifting of 
the han on gelatine, tallow and semen. and which the 
Government had hoped it could bypass in future 


~ Before the framework can be signed, Britain must 
have implemented. to the satisfaction of the Comm. 


INTER-EU ROP ZAN AFFAIRS 


son, tts full cradicaton programme. In parvcular, the 
Commission ts menting all clements of the slaughter 
policy are mm place and fully monstored and that Brotain’s 
amimal sdentification system m working 


— The Government must also provide a more precise 
dchimion of the differcmt phases proposes for lifting 
the han Brita has opened negotiatiom suggested a 10- 
step process. Mr Pischier sod Britam had provided only 
headline proposal. with mo detail 


He mmetsted the Pall was in Britain's court but did not 
tule out atueving the framework Kefore the Florence 
summit, which begins on two weeks But he stressed 
This depends on Britain prowsding the necessary new 
clements. Only then will we be atic to make process 
towards normalisation. We will sce if the Brtwh come 
up with some good ideas 


The Foreign Secretary, Malcolm Riflund, will risk 
enraging Britain's EU partners further by Mocking a 
numer of imtiatives when forcagn ministers moect in 
Luxembourg today. He will Mock dialogue with Syria, 
considered crucial for the Middle East peace process 
after the ngit-wing Likud party won power im Israc! 


A deal intended to mend tences with Canada after last 
year's fish war and a deceson releasing 2 4m pounds for 
clecvom im Bosma will also fall vectom to the British 


disrupion pohey 


The ‘heel war continues to mflame Conservative 
wounds on Europe. Today Sa James Goliumuith, the 
anti-EU' Mlhonaire, is to attend a meeting to debate 
Brian's EU memberstep with Tory MPs including 
Alan Duncan, an aide to Brian Mawhonncy, the Tory 
party chairman 
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UK: ‘Test’ of Irich, UK Talks Agreement Publiched 
MSH 1SO086% Belladt THE IRISH NEWS on English 
? Jun % 


[Pall teat” agreement reached by the Brith and Irish 
goveraments yesterday over the conduct of all-party 
talks. recerved via Internet] 


(PBIS Transcribed Teat] This is the full teat of the 
agreement reached by the British and !rish governments 
yesterday over the conduct of all-party talks due to hegin 
on Monday 


Introduction 


1. The communique msued by both Governments on 28 
February agreed that an clectve process would lead im- 
mediately and without further preconditions to the con- 
vening of all-party ncgotiavons with a comprehensive 
agenda The two Governments agreed tha, following 
comultavoms, substantive all-patty talks would he con- 
vened on Monday 10 June 


2. The Ground Rules paper publishes on April set oui the 
two Governments intention that the ali-party negotia- 
hons should start with an opening plenary session. The 
Governments are agreed that at this session the require: 
ments of paragraph 12 of the 28 February Communigue 
must he fulfilled — that is 


— all parucipants would need to make clear a the 
heginming of the discussions the total and absolute 
commutment to the principles of democracy and non- 
violence set out on the report of the International Bedy, 


~ they would also need to address, at that stage, its 
proposals on decommission”. 


— confidence Puilding wouk’ also require that the 
partes have reassurance that a scaningful and inclusive 
process of negotiations is ge uinely being offered to 
address the legitimate concerns of thew traditions and 
the need for new political arrangements with which al! 
can identify 


+ In accordance with these undertakings, this paper sets 
oul i more detail the scenario the two Governments 


Propose for the opening plenary session 
Chairman and Procedure 


4. The British Government will char Strand One of the 
negotiations and the Rrvush and Irish Governments wil! 
jontly chan Swan ¢ The two Governments have 
decided to invite a group consisting of Senator George 
Michell. General John de Chastelaan and Mr Harn 
Holker to play 4 role im chaning various aspects of the 
negotiavions whieh require independent chairmanship 
They have agreed to invite the chairman of the group 
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Sense Machel! to chair the plenary scwmons, to which 
the various strands and any seh-commutioss which 
the plenary may cstetiesh will report, and winch will 
Periodically fevec® Progress across the cutee spectrum 
of the negouatiom. The two Goveraments will also 
mvite Senate Mitchell. woth the help of hes colleagues, 
to aseis’ them on giving «tiet to thea? scent « ommmetment 
under paragraph 1S of the Ground Rules They have also 
agreed to mvete General de Chastelan to provide the 
mdepend sm charmanstup in Stand Two. He would also 
chan the Business Commetioe. unless the participants m 
the acgotiathom. m a cordance wrth the Ground Rules 
were to decide otherwise, They have agreed to mvite 
Mr Holker! to act as alternate Charman im any of the 
indepentont charmanstup roles. They agree that +, will 
he open to the group to propose alternative options to 
the two Goveraments mm the ght of the requirements of 
the negotiations of as CorCursiances warrant 


S. The opening plenary sceson will be conducted by the 
Independent Charman in accordance with rules of pro- 
cedure drawn up hw the two Governments for adoption 
in plenary. The rules drawn up by the Governments will 
operate unless and wots amended Py the participants, on 
the recommendation of the Busmmess Commuattes 


Business of the Opening Plenary 


6. The proposed agenda tor the opening plenary session 
is attahed at Annes A. At the start of the sesson, 
the leader of cach of the negotiating teams wil! he 
asked to make « formal declaration making clear thei 
Party s total and aMolute Ccommutment to the principles 
of dematay and non-violence sect out in the report 
of the International Body The commitments will then 
he confirmet im a putin statement on Hehall of all the 
parhoipants In the event of any partacmpant failing to 
make this clear Commutment, the Independent Charman 
will report thes to the two Governments for the 
comideraion and, after consultation with the other 
Parhoipants any appropriate a thon 


7. The plenary session well then move to the apport 
ment of a Busrness Corpeetiee As envisaged im the 
Ground Rules paper. the Business Committee would he 
composed of representatives of the two Governments 
and of the political parties. chaired by the Independent 
Chairman of Strand Two of, otherwise. Py any per. 
son agrocd hy the parti upants Its purpose would he to 
coordinate the progress and procedures of the negotia 
tons. The Business Commutice would oot deal with the 
substance of the segotiationm hut would address unre. 
wived preacdural aes It would there’ we he ay alahic 
to meet durng the openeng scesson to prowide advice 
on any such wnresotved meucs to the plenary ht could 
also determine the twatalines foe dealong with any reur 
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which docs not tall cachuwvely wethen any of the twee 
Strands. (it will he open to the partes to agree thal cer- 
tan over-aching tssucs — for cxaample, human nights 
— could usefully he addressed in pienay format} 


® There will then he 2 round of statements which, o 
the Ground Rules envisage, will give cach delegation 
the opportunity to sect out ts approach to the aegoti- 
aihoms and ts postion on key meucs. 9 As sect oul m 
the agenda for the opening plenary. 1 will sumseguently. 
if necessary after comederation by the Business Com- 
muttee, adopt. and comrmut the partes to negotiaic, a 
comprehensive agenda for the pegotiavoms A separaic 
consultation paper ts hemng issued to take the wews © 
patties on the elements of thus agenda The Independe n' 
Charman shall satisfy homeeclf that the agenda provides 
all the participants with reassurance thal a meaningful 
and im jusive process of negotiations 1s genuinely heing 
offered to address the legitimate concerns of Sem trad- 
troms and the need for new politcal atrangements with 
whach all can wentifty 


10. The opening plenary will also address the Inter. 
national Body's proposals on decommissioning In this 
comest, Soth Governments confirm then commutumets 
to all aspects of the report of the International Body 
im bading thew support for the compromise approach to 
decommussonmg set out in paragraphs 4 and 45 which 
state 


The parties should comuder an approach under which 
some decommmesonmng would take place during the 
process of all-party negotiations. rather than hefore 
ot after a the parties now urge Such an approach 
represents a compromise If the peace process is to move 
forward, the current umpasse must he overcome. While 
both sides have heen adamant in ther postions, Roth 
have repeatedly capressed the dewre to move forward 
This approach provides them that opportunity 


In addition, it offers the partes an opportunity to use 
the process of decommussmonmg to Purld confidence 
one step at a time dunng negotiations As progress 
is made on political issues. even modest mutual steps 
on decommuissonmg could help create the atmosphere 
needed for further steps m 4 progressive patties of 
mounting trust and confideme 


Beth Governments agree with the International Body 
that thes approach provides the opportunity to move for- 
ward, and that tf ts on the Pass of working comenx.- 
tively to omplement thes and all other aspects of the 
Report that the negotiations should he advanced They 
will therefore work with all the participants to impic. 
ment all aepects of the Report 


UNITED KINGDOM " 


11. The two Governments have accordingly agreed to 
mmvite the Independent Charman, after open ducuson 
im the plenary, 50 satesfy hermecif (hat there are cleat snd- 
cations of good mmtent on the part of all the participants 
to work comructively and in good tanh to scoure the 
implementation of all aspects of the Report im the con- 
teat of an inclusive and dynam process which Purkis 
trust and confidems as progress m made on the neues 


12. Once the Independent Charman has reported that 
he ts 80 satefied, the two Governments will propose 
thal a subcommittee of the plenary. representing al! the 
partwcipants and charted by the Independent Charman 

tthe plenary, he estaMinshed wath the attached terms of 
rele 


i * Onoe the decomrmmesssonmg meuc has been addressed 
mm thes way, the Independent Charman will make a con. 
clading statement and the openmg plenary session wil! 
come to an end. The negotiations on the imeues im the 
three strands and the sub-commoetice will then proce 
alongede cach other The Independent Charman may 
permabcally Sriet the plenary on the progress made in 
the sub. Committee 





14. The two Governments will also propose that a 
mecting of the plenary should he held at a surtabiec date, 
about the end of Septemer, to take stack of progress 
in the negotiation as a whole, mnchoding the work of 
the subcommittee At thes meeteng. all participants wil! 
review the postion, and the progress whach has heen 
made across the entire spectrum of the negotiations 


Attachments 


Annet a Agenda for opening plenary 


Annet B Terms of reference for proposed sub 
committe of decommiuesonng 


Annes A opening plenary session 


1 Formal opening bh) two Gover aments and hand-over 
to Independent Chairman 


2. letraductory remarks by Charman 


+. Parucipants to make formal declaration making clea 
thew total and aMotute Commitment to Internationa! 
Bady's principles of demaray and non-viciene 


4 Pulix statement on Pehall of all participants recoed. 
ing tetal and aPeolute Commitment to prim ples 


S Apporntment of Business Commuitice 
© (Cipening statements Py the partaipants 


7 Disowsesoe of comprehensve agenda for segotiations 
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8. Discussion of International Body's proposals on 
decommissioning. 


9. Adopuon of comprehensive agenda for negouations 
and procedural rules. 

10. Report of the Chairman for the purpose set out 
im paragraph 12 of “Scenano for the Opening Plenary 
Session”; Governments’ proposal to establish a sub- 
commitice on decommissioning. 


11. Concluding statement by the Independent Chairman. 
Annex B 


Proposed sub-committee on decommissioning, terms of 
reference: 


To secure implementation of all aspects of the report of 
the International Body, including: 


(a) agreement at the modalities of decommissioning oa 
the basis of the guidelines contained in paragraphs 36 
to 50 of the Report of the International Body; 


(b) advice to both Governments. ‘n the light of those 
discussions, on the legislative and practical implications 
of the course which is recommended, and 


(c) agreement on any other arrangements necessary for 
implementation of the Report. 


Procedural guidelines for the conduct of 
substantive all-party negotiatioi.s 


The following Procedural Guidelines for the Conduct 
of Substantive All-Party Negotiations (hereafter referred 
to as the “Procedural Guidelines”) are intended to 
supplement the Ground Rules for Substantive All- 
Party Negotiations (hereafter referred to as the “Ground 
Rules”), published by the two Governments on 16 April 
1996. It is proposed that the Ground Rules and the 
Procedural Guidelines will together serve as the rules 
of procedure for the negotiations unless or until they 
are amended or replaced by rules of procedure adopted 
by agreement among the participanis in the negotiations. 
Subject to this, and with the exception of the provision 
in paragraph 20 of the Procedural Guidelines, which 
has the effect of specifying the scope of application of 
sufficient consensus as laid down in paragraph 24 of 
the Ground Rules, the Ground Rules should be taken 
as the authoritative text in the case of any difference of 
imerpretauon between the two documents. 


1. According to the Ground Rules, negotiations will be 
organised so that issues are discussed in the following 
formats, with appropriate distinctions as to participation 


and procedural arrangements: 
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Chairing the Negotiations 


2. Paragraph 4 of the Scenario for the Opening Plenary 
Session sets out the arrangements as follows: 


The British Government will chair Swand One of the 
negotiations and the British and Irish Governments will 
jointly chair Strand Three. The two Governments have 
decided to invite a group consisting of Senator George 
Mitchell, General John de Chastelain and Mr Harn 
Holkeri to play a role in chairing the various aspects of 
the negotiations which require independent chairman- 
ship. They have agreed to invite the chairman of the 
group, Senator Mitchell, to chair the plenary session, 
to which the various strands and any sub<commitices 
which the plenary may establish will report, and which 
will periodically review progress across the entire spec- 
trum of the negotiations. The two Governments will also 
invite Senator Mitchell, with the heip of his colleagues, 
to assist them in giving effect to their joint commitment 
under paragraph 15 of the Ground Rules. They have also 
agreed to invite General de Chastelain to provide the in- 
dependent chairmanship in Strand Two. He would also 
chair the Business Committee, unless the participants in 
the negotiations, in accordance with the Ground Rules, 
were to decide otherwise. They have agreed to tnvite Mr 
Holkeri to act as alternate Chairman in any of the in- 
dependent Chairmanship roles. They have agreed that 1 
will be open to the group to propose alternative options 
to the two Governments in the light of the requirements 
of the negotiations or as circumstances warrant 


Committees and Sub-Committees 


3. Where appropriate, other commitiees and sub- 
commitices of the negotiations may be established 
by agreement among the participants in the format 
to which the sub-group relates. Commitices and sub- 
committees shall be chaired by the relevant chairman 
or, by agreement among the participants in that format, 
by a person nominated by the chairman. 


Conduct of Proceedings 


4. The relevant Chairman will have responsibility for 
convening. re-scheduling and adjourning meetings, in 
consultation, as he considers appropriaic, with the 
relevant participating negotiating teams. However, any 
negotiating team may request an adjournment of up to 
10 minutes at a time and the Chairman shal! refuse 
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such requests only if they are made with unreasonable 
frequency. 

5S. Where any negotiating icam does not attend a 
mecting al a previously agreed time and fails to provide 
nouce of their inability to attend, the Chairman of that 
meeting may proceed to conduct the meeting in their 
absence. If a delegation should withdraw temporanly 
or permanently from any aspect of the negowations, 
the Chairman will be free to proceed with business 
with the remaining participants, notwithstanding such 
withdrawal. 


6. The Chairman of cach meeting will be responsible 
for the orderly conduct of business and will conduct 


the proceedings so as to allow an opportunity for a fair 
hearing of all the issues. 


7. All remarks shall be addressed through the Chairman. 


Time limits on interventions may be imposed at the 
Chairman's discretion. 


8. The Chairman's ruling on questions of procedure 
and order shall be final. In arriving at such rulings the 
Chairman may apply the rules for determining sufficient 
consensus set Out in paragraphs 20 and 21. 


9. The Chairman may al any time ask one or more of 
the participating negotiating (cams to meet him, and will 
accede to any reasonable request for a meeting from any 
negouating teams). 


Opening of the Negotiations 


10. Paragraph 12 of the Ground Rules specified that 
negotiations will begin on Monday 10 June with an 
opening Plenary session. Arrangements for the opening 
Plenary are set out in the “Scenario for the Opening 
Plenary Session’. 

11. Following the conclusion of the opening Plenary, 
the appropriate Chairmen will convene meeungs of the 
negouations within the three strands and in the Sub- 
Committee of the Plenary established to carry forward 
work on decommissioning. 


12. The Independent Chairman of the Plenary may 
convene further meetings of the Plenary as he considers 


necessary, in the light of developments across the 
negotiations as a whoie. 


Agenda 


13. Participants will negotiate in the various formats, 
committees and sub<ommittees, on the basis of the 
vomprehensive agenda for the negotiations as a whole, 
opted im the opening session of the Plenary, as it 
relates to thew area of competence. They may, by 


agreement. develop or refine it. 
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14. The Business Committee shall establish and main- 
tain an indicative calendar for the negotiations as a 
whole and within the various formats. The timing and 
duration of meetings in the various formats shall be de- 
termined by the relevant Chairman in consultation with 
the participants in accordance with this indicative cal- 
endar. 


15. The agenda for cach mecting of the negotiations 
shall be settled by the participants on the basis of 
proposals put forward by the Chairman in accordance 
with the overall agenda for the relevant format, and 
taking into account the indicative calendar and the views 
of the Business Committee. 


Decision-taking 


16. The negouations will operate on the basis of consen- 
sus. However, if, in relation to issues whose determina- 
tion falls outside the discretion availabie to the Chair- 
man under the Ground Rules or the Procedural Guide- 
lines, it appears to the Chairman, after a reasonable pe- 
riod of discussion, that there is no unanimity, he may 
follow one or more of the courses of action set out be- 
low: 


(a) the Chairman may consult with the parucipants, with 
a view to putting forward a solution that he believes wil! 
secure agreement; and/or 


(b) the Chairman may invite the participants to set up 
a small but broadly representative working group (the 
composition to he determined by the Chairman after 
consultation with tic participants, but which must, other 
than in relation to Strand One issucs, include nominees 
of each of the two Governments) to consider the specific 
issues in dispute within an agreed time scale and, at the 
discretion of the Chairman, to recommend possible ways 
forward, and/or 


(chthe Chairman may seek the agreement of al! the 
participants to refer the matter to a group of experts for 
advice, requesting a report within an agreed specified 
period. 

17. it will also be open to the participants, acting solely 
by agreement and only at their instigation, and subject 
to the provisions set out in paragraph 22 below, to refer 
the matter to the forum for consideration, requesting a 
report. 


18. If, after the participants have considered any further 
proposals arising from one or more of the courses of 
action set out above, it appears to the Chairman thai 
there is no unanimity on a parucular point, the Chairman 
shall have the discretion to determine whether sufficient 
consensus, as defined in paragraph 2), exists to allow 


the negotiations to proceed 
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19. Where it does not prove possible to achieve either 
unanimity or sufficient consensus to proceed, the Chaur- 
man will work, in consultation with the participating 
negotiating teams, to seck to remove obstacles to the 
reaching of agreement. . 


20. The rules for establishing sufficient consensus as 
described in paragraph 24 of the Ground Rules are 
set oul in paragraph 21 below. In addition to Strands 
One and Two, sufficient consensus may also apply 
in the Plenary and the Business Commitiee. Sufficient 
consensus may also apply im committees and sub- 
committees of the Plenary, Stand one and Strand Two 
and in sub-committees of the Business Committee. 


21. A particular proposition may be deemed to have 
sufficient consensus where the Chairman is satisfied, 
having regard to the politcal parties’ voting strengths 
according to the percentage of the valid poll cach 
received Northern Ireland-wide at the elections on 40 
May 1996, that it is supported by parties which, taken 
together, obtained a clear majority of the valid poll 
and which between them represent a clear majority 
in both the unionist and nationalist communities in 
Northern Ireland respectively. With the exception of 
Sirand one, both Governments must also endorse the 
particular proposition for i to he deemed to have 
achieved sufficient consensus. 


Reference to the Forum 


22. The negotiating teams in any format of the negotia- 
uons, acting solely by agreement and on the formal pro- 
posal of a participant in that format, may direct the rel- 
evant Chairman of the format in question to request the 
members of the forum, through the Secretary of State, 
to consider, investigate or discuss a specified subject 
and to submit a report on that subject to the negotiating 
teams within a specified period. Any such report from 
the forum may only be form, '\ taken under notice by 
the negotiating teams if it has Consensus support in the 
forum in accordance with the forum's rules of proce- 
dure. 


Liaison arrangements with the Irish Government in 
relation to Strand One 


23. The British Government, as Chairman of Strand 
One, will keep the Irish Government informed of 
the progress achieved in Strand One. through lianson 
arrangements agreed between the two Governments 
followmg consultaiion with the political parties 
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Meetings between the Governments and the 
Political Parties in relation to Strand Three 


24. As set out im paragraph 21 of the Ground Rules 
for substanuve all-pafty negotiations, negotiauons on 
Swand Three issues will be between the two Govern- 
ments. However, with a view to providing a meaningful 
role for the political parties, the two Governments will, 
during the course of thei negotiations: 


— ensure regular meetings at which the political par- 
ties will be briefed and, as appropriaic. consulted on 
progress in the negotiations, and at which they would 
be able to put forward their views on Swand Three 1s- 
sues under discussion; 


— meet the political parties at their request for further 
discussion of Strand Three issues. 


25. To this end, the two Governments will convene 
regulars meetings involving up to three members of the 
negotiating team of cach political party. Such mectings 
will be co- chaired by the two Governments. The two 
Governments will also meet negotiating teams at their 
request, either separaicly or together. 


26. It will be open to the parties to submit their own 
views, cither orally or in writing both on issucs under 
discussion in Strand Three and on any other issues 
appropriate to Swand Three which the partics may wish 
to raise. Any response that may be given by the two 
Governments will be given jointly. 


27. The outcome of Strand Three issues will be consid- 
ered by all the parucipants alongside the outcome of the 
other clements of the negotiations as a whole. 


Records of Meetings 


28. Records of formal meetings will be prepared by 
note-takers under the general direction of the Chairman 
of the format within which the mecting takes place. A 
draft record of cach formal mectung will be circulated 
as soon as possible to the negotiating team of cach 
Government and political party parucipating in the 
mecting and will be subject to their approval at the next 
mecting in that format, or carer if appropriate 


29. The Brittsh Government will provide a team of 
civil servants responsible for taking the record of 
formal Stand One mectings. The two Governments 
will provide a pool of civil servants responsible for 
taking the record of formal mectings in other formats 
The Chairman of the format in question shall appoint 
note- takers for each mecting from among the officials 
nominated by the two Governments 


). The participants in any meeting may. with the 
agreement of the Chairman of the format concerned, 
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agree to depart from the afrangements sei out in 
paragraphs 28 and 29. 


Draft Agenda for Substantive All-Party 

Negotiations 

1. Paragraph 14 of the Ground Rules for Substantive 
All-Party Negotiations provides that the opening plenary 
session of the negotiations will adopt a comprehensive 
agenda for the negotiations which will: 

— be in accordance with the necessity for confidence 
building measures as spelt out in paragraph 12 of the 
joint Communique adopted by the two Governments on 
26 February 1996; 

— provide reassurance, both in terms of addressing 

the report of the International Body and ensuring that 
a meaningful and inclusive process of negotiations is 
genuincly being offered; and 
— include all the sign.iicant items which the various 
negotiating teams consider relevant and which will, 
therefore, have to be addressed in the search for an 
agreement. 
2. Paragraph 3 of the Ground Rules provides that any 
participant in the strand in question will be free to 
raise any aspect of the three relationships, including 
constitutional issues and any other matter it considers 
relevant. 


3. The attached draft agenda is intended to be compati- 
ble with the requirements of paragraph 14 of the Ground 
Rules and is without prejudice to the provisions of para- 
graph 3. Consideration of the agenda, therefore, is not at 
this stage intended to determine whether or not a partic- 
ular matter should be on the table, but rather to facilitate 
agreement on an efficient structure for discussion of all 
the relevant issues which does noi prejudice a fair hear- 
ing for any of them. 

4. A preliminary list of issues which the two Govern- 
menis consider it necessary, as a minimum, to include 
on the agenda is attached. (The list of Strand One issues 
for inclusion on the agenda is suggested by the British 
Government alone.) 


Opening Plenary Sexsion 

1. Formal opening by two Governments and hand-over 
to Independent chairman 

2. Introductory remarks by Chairman. 

3. Participants to make formal declaration making clear 
thew total and absolute commutment to International 
Body's principles of democracy and non-violence. 


4. Public statement on behalf of all participants record- 
ing total and absolute Commitment to principles. 


UNITED KINGDOM 1s 


5. Appointment of Business Commitiec. 
6. Opening statements by the participants. 
7. Discussion of comprehensive agenda for negouations. 


8. Discussion of International Body's proposals on 
decommussioning. 


9. Adoption of comprehensive agenda for negotiations 
and procedural rules. 
10. Report of the Chairman for the purpose set out 


in paragraph 12 of Scenario for the Opening Plenary 
Session; Governments’ proposal to establish a sub- 
committee on decommissioning. 


11. Concluding statement by the Independent Chairman. 


The Business Committees 


1. Consideration of any proposed changes to the rules 
of procedure drawn up by the two Governments for 
adoption in plenary. 

2. Adoption of an indicative calendar for the negotia- 
tions. 


3. Possible consideration of draft agenda. 
4, Decisions on venues of Swand Two meetings. 


Strand One Issues 


1. Discussion of requirements for a new beginning for 
relationships within Northern Ireland. 


2. Consideration of possible principles and criteria for 
new arrangements within Northern Ireland. 


3. The question of institutional and other practical 
implications of these discussions. 


Topics likely to arise include: 
— The constitutional posiuon of Northern Ireland 


— The nature of institutional arrangements for and 
within Northern Ireland, which meet any agreed criteria. 
including, nature and extent of powers c.g. legislative. 
executive, administrative, structures for exercising these 
powers, safeguards to maintain cross~< »mmunity confi- 
dence and financial arrangements. 


— The extent to which present or proposed arrange- 
ments attract the assent and support of both sides of the 
community and ensure equity of treatment, 


— Relationships with other institutions, ¢.g. Westrmin- 
ster Parliament. any new North/South relationships. any 
new Intergovernmental arrangements and the European 
Union, 
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— Consideration of arrangements for the protection of 
nghts 

— Law and order matters 

This list is mot comprehensive and other issues may 
emerge in discussion 

4. Report to Plenary 

Strand Two Issues 

1. Discussion of requirements for a new beginning for 
relauonships within the island of Ireland, including fun- 
damental aspects of the problem: underlying realities; 
identity, allegiance; constitutional. 

2. Common interests (including matters such as 


economic CO- operation and development, security 
co-operation and law enforcement co-operation) and 
themes. 


3. The question of institutional arrangements and any 
other practical implications to meet agreed requirements 
(including principles to govern any such arrangemenis). 
4. Relationship of such new instituuonal arrangements 
to other structures — ¢.g.: UK Government and Parlia- 
ment; Irish Government And Parliament, Northern Ire- 
land structures, Irish-UK intergovernmental structures; 
the European Union. 


5. Measures for the guarantee and protection of rights. 
6. Consequential measures needed to implement, sup- 
port and underwrite such new structures. 

7. Report to Plenary. 

Strand Three Issues 


|. Opening presentations by the two Governments. 


2. Establishment of necessary mechanisms to provide 
a meaningful role for the political parties in respect of 
Sand Three issues. 

3. Examination of the causes of the conflict in Northera 


Ireland, its impact and its inplications for the two 
Governments. 


4. Principles and criteria which should underpin new 
afrangements, including requirements to acknowledge 
and recognise the rights of the two major traditions that 
exist in Ireland. 

5. The question of institutional arrangements and provi- 
sions of any New agreement or structure. 


6. Arrangements needed to implement. support and 
underwrite any new agreement or structure. 


7. Constitutional © 
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8. Consideration of arrangements for the protection of 
rights. 

9. Arrangements for the approval and implementation 
of a comprehensive agreen. nt. 


10. Report to Plenary. 


Concluding plenary session 


1. Consideration of outstanding issues arising from the 
three strands and the sub-committee on decommussion- 
ing. 


2. Consideration of arrangements for the approval and 
implementation of a comprehensive agreement. 


UK: Report on Leading Members of IRA 


1.D0706123295 London BBC 2 Television Network 
in English 2130 GMT 6 Jun 9% 


{Report by BBC Northern Ireland Television correspon- 
dent Jeremy Adams in the BBC Northern Ireland pro- 
gram “Spotlight,” carned by BBC 2 television's “News- 
night” program; introduced by Peter Snow] 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] So who are those within the 
Republican movement who are behind the apparent IRA 
{Irish Republican Army] decision not to call a cease- 
fire now”? The names of the key men at the top of 
the IRA have long been known to the security forces, 
intelligence services, and senior politicians in Northern 
Ireland — tho gh now widely known to the people of 
Northern Ireland. Jeremy Adams of the BBC Northern 
Ireland program “Spotlight” has been speaking to a 
wide range of those key sources. After careful cross 
referencing of the information, the BBC has decided to 
name some of those who are believed to be at the heart 
of the IRA's decision-making processes. Here's Jeremy 
Adams’ report: 


[Begin recording) [Adams] Republicans hav~ made the 
most of their triumph at the polls last week. Sinn Fein 
are demanding that their increased electoral mandate 
carries them directly into all-party talks, regardless of 
whether or not there is a new IRA cease-fire. [video 
shows cars driving in convoy waving the Irish flag, 
cutting to show Sinn Fein President Gerry Adams 
outside Sinn Fein headquarters) But the government 
is adamant that without a cease-fire the republican 
movement will not be allowed into Monday's talks. 
The IRA broke their cease-fire in February when they 
blew up these buildings in docklands, and in the process 
murdered two people. [video shows buildings damaged 
by explosion] Since then the IRA have continued to 
confine ther violence to London, where they have 
launched a handful of notably unsuccessful attacks. 
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ignoring all demands for a new cease-fire. [video 
shows Irnsh Prime Minister John Bruton making an 
address, cutting to black and white footage of men in 
combat gear, balaclava helmets, and carrying automatic 
weapons | 


So who are the IRA, the men who have the power to 
restore the cease-fire but who have so fa chosen not 
to? [video cuts to show Adams standing in Belfast's 


Milltown cemetery} 


Milltown cemetery in Belfast. The IRA is an organiza- 
tion that has traditionally taken its secrets to the grave. 
We know from its constitution that there ge supposed 
to be seven people on its army council. Bul member- 
ship of the army council is not static, it can co-opt 
other members whenever it wishes. Who 1s actually on 
the army council al any particular moment in ume, is 
something that only those people themselves know for 
certain. What we can say is that there ae a number of 
leading individuals who are undouledly very close in- 
deed to the core of IRA decision-making. 


The republican movement's political leadership — Mar- 
un McGuinness and Gerry Adams — have both had well 
documented careers as senior members of the IRA. Ac- 
cording to a variety of political and security sources, 
Adams has now withdrawn from formal membership 
of the organization but Martin McGuinness is under- 
stood to remain at its heart. [video shows Adams and 
McGuinness at a political rally, cutting a stull picture of 
McGuinness and six silhoueties} 


But who are the other figures, the men who share the 
power to restore the cease-fire? We spoke to many 
sources, north and south of the Iris border. These 
included members of the republica’ movement and 
umonists as well as intelligence cxperts and senior 
poliucians. Among the names they produced was that 
of Gerry Kelly. 


Like a number of leading members of the IRA, Gerry 
Kelly played a prominent role in getting out the Repub- 
lean votes last week. He was a successful Sinn Fein 
candidate in North Belfast. But Gerry Kelly's impor- 
tance in the republican movement is not derived from 
his role in Sinn Fein. Alongside Martin McGuinness, 
Gerry Felly was one of those trusted by the republican 
movement to meet ministers at Stormont (seat of for- 
mer provincial government} during the cease- fire. He 
and McGuinness had already been involved in secret 
contacts with the government prot to the cessation of 
violence. While Martin McGuinness has long straddled 
both the military and the political wings of the repub- 
ican Movement, to many people Kelly was the IRA’s 
man at the talks, the unspeaking cyes and cars of the 
republican army. only breaking his silence to deny a 
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newspaper allegation that he is the IRA's chic! of stall 
[video shows a still picture of Gerry Kelly, followed by 
shots of Kelly campaigning in the recert elections, cut- 
tung to show Kelly with McGuinness at a press bncting} 


Ranks and titles aside, all of our sources agree that 
Gerry Kelly 1s unquestionably a very semor IRA man 
Gerry Kelly was himself a London bomber, a member 
of the IRA gang which in 1973 bombed the Old Bailey 
(Central Criminal Court] and Scotland Yard [pole 
headquarters}. For his part in the bombings which killed 
one person and left 200 others injured, Kelly was given 
two life sentences. Imprisoned in Wormwood Scrubs 
[prison in London] he went on hunger strike, demanding 
a transfer to Northern Ireland. The authorities first 
responded by force-feeding him but then relented and 
in 1975 he was moved to the Maze [prison in Northern 
Ireland}, where he later joined the protest against the 
loss of special category status for paramulitary prisoners 


Bul Kelly's most notorious exploit and the one that 
probably gained him the greatest kudos within the IRA 
was his part in the mass break-out of 38 republican pris- 
oners from the Maze jai! in September 1984. According 
to the official report, among those who masterminded 
the escape were Bobby Story, whom it describes as a 
known IRA leader, and Gerry Kelly. To get out of the 
H-block the report says that Kelly shot a prison off. 
cer in the head. IncrediMy, the warder survived Kelly 
escaped, there was to be three years before he was re- 
captured, living in this fat in Holland. Close to the fat 
police also discovered an arms cache 


In court after being briefly reuntted with his son, Kelly 
tned to avoid extradition by arguing that in the United 
Kingdom he had been a political prisoner. [video shows 
archive footage of the bombings, the Maze prison 
police investigating the Preak-out, the apartment in 
Holland, arms cache, Kelly in court with Gerry Adams! 


Gerry Adams monitored the case for Sinn Fein. He and 
Kelly are old friends. For Adams, Gerry Kelly and his 
fellow Maze escape leader Bobby Story are crucial allies 
within the IRA. The Dutch did extradite Kelly but only 
on condition his previous sentences were dropped. On 
his return he was given a new sentence for his part 
in the Maze escape, but within three years he left the 
prison a free man. In the run-up to the cease-fire his 
support for the peace process was seen as particularly 
significant. [video cuts to show an interview with Liam 
Clark, dentufied by capuion as Ireland correspondent for 
THE SUNDAY TIMES} 


[Begin Clarke recording) He played a very important 
part, along with Bobby Story, in selling the cease-fire 
before it happened. to IRA hardliners. goung around 
the country addressing mectings. saying that thi did 
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offer a way forward, there were significant gains 
to be made through the peace process. And he is sull 
he's still a person whose voiwe 


Last week Kelly won Sinn Fein a seat in North Belfast. 
But the presence of such an out- and-out militarist on an 
election platform should be seen as an cffort to ensure 
republican unity, rather than as cxample of a hawk 
turning into a dove. Not that he recognizes the existence 
of such categories among his fellow republicans. [video 
shows Kelly campaigning} 


[Begin Kelly recording) You wouldn't get republicans 
talking about hardliners or softliners or hawks and 
doves, or cagies...you know its not our type of language. 
And to me, its made up. You know, there has to be a 
villain of the piece maybe, so they want the hardliner. 
Now its me. Before, it was Martin McGuinness. It may 
he Gerry Adams next week, you know. [end recording} 


Either way, to the IRA Gerry Kelly is a man to be 
respected, whose commitment to the cause is beyond 
doum. Like the rest of the IRA he entered the cease- 
fire because he saw it as a new way of achieving 
his republican objectives, not as an end in itself and 
certainly not as a prelude to handing over weapons to 
the crown. 


Kevin McKenna is another man whom security forces 
on both sides of the border consider to be a very senior 
figure in the IRA. A highly secretive individual, who 
has never been filmed — tonight is the first time that 
this picture of him has ever been seen in public. [video 
returns to the still of silhouettes, and identifies one as 
Kevin McKenna; cuts to show Ulster Unionist member 
of parliament Ken Maginnis sitting at a desk] 


Ken Maginnis is an old enemy of the IRA. The Ulster 


Unionist party's security spokesman, he has long sought 
to understand the role of men like Kevin McKenna. 


[Begin Maginnis recording) McKenna is a man who, 
all bas life, has been dedicated to the IRA and the 


violence that goes with that commitment. He was an 
ative member of the IRA in the carly 1970's. Grew 
up. indeed a few townlands [city blocks} from where 
| grew up, near [word indistinct). Eventually he came 
under pressure from the security services and fled south 
of the frontier into the Irish Republic where he has lived 
ever since. [end recording} 


In the south. McKenna has been jailed three times for 
his IRA membership. In 1975, while in (Portlaowe) 
prison [in the Republic of Ireland), he spent 4) days 
on hunger strike. A bricklayer by trade, today he lives 
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in County Monaghan. [video returns to interview with 
Liam Clarke} 


[Begin Clarke recording] He would be a person who 
would be very trusted in an organization where trust 1s 
everything. He would be very traditionalist. He would 
have joined the republican movement for the most 
tradinonal reasons. He didn't like wo see the British 
army im the fields and streets around his house. Not 
a ternby political person, by no means a stupid man. 
fend recording] 


The man described by many observers as the most 
intelligemt military operator the modern IRA has yet 
produced is Brian Keenan, a committed marxist. At 
the beginning of last week's clection campaign, the 
BBC gained cxclusive pictures of Keenan attending 
the commemoration of an IRA hunger striker, S-an 
McCaughey, a former IRA chief of staff who dic. in 
prison SO years ago. Brian Keenan used the occasion to 
make clear that the IRA, the army, expected republicans 
to turn out and vote. But he gave little sign that their 
votes would herald a new cease-fire. [video returns to 
the silhouettes and shows a picture of Keenan, then 
shows Keenan speaking at the commemoration] 


[Begin Keenan recording) The republican movement 
don't really want to get involved in an election. But 
the conditions arc such that we are caught, we have to 
get involved. Aad | tell you here today that what Sean 
McCaughey stood for and the present army stands for, 
can be damaged, can be hurt, if the republican vote 
doesn’t come out. Because evtrybody will be watching 
for that result. Don't be confused about the politics 
of the situation. Don't be confused about things like 
decommissioning. The only thing that the republican 
movement will accept is the decommissioning of the 
British state in this country. [end recording) 


This hard line is the authentic voice of the IRA. Keenan 
has held these views since the carly 70's when he was 
a semor figure in the IRA's Belfast brigade, his job at 
that time being to supply the organization with guns and 
explosives 


According to our sources, in 1972 he went to Libya to 
help establish links with Colonel Al-Qadhdhafi. Keenan 
and Al4)adhdhafi shared both a belie! in worldwide 
revolution and a view of Britain as an inpenal power 
reluctant to surrender its colonial possessions. But 
Keenan's greatest value to the IRA has been as an 
organizer of its bombing campaign in England. In 1975 
Keenan travelled to London to bref a team of bombers 
The team then embarked on a ruthless series of attacks 
At the end of August they bombed the Caterham Arms. 
a pub full of soldiers from the Welsh Guards. One man 
had his arms and legs torn off, 32 others were injured 
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Over the next three months the men working for Keenan 
averaged an attack « week. In October they blew up 
the car of a Conservative member of parliament, but 
instead of getting their intended target the bomb killed 
his neighbor, the leading cancer specialist Professor Sir 
Gordon Hamulton-Fairly. 


Undeterred, the team continued its campaign. In 
Novemiber they exploded a bomb outside the Belgravia 
[London] home of former Pnme Minister Edward 
Heath. And later that month they murdered Ross 
McWhirter, the co-editor of the Guinness Book of 
Records whe had offered a reward for their capture. 
Mr. McWhener was shot on his own doorstep as he 
opened the door to his wife. Finally, in December, with 
Brian Keenan safely in Ireland, the men were trapped 
by police in Balkan Sweet. The gang took two hostages 
and alier demanding food, refused to surrender for six 
days. Keenan's finger- pints were found at two of the 
Balkan Swreet g° ‘s bomb factories, but he himself 
remained at large wor ancther three years. 


When in 1979 he was caughy after being picked up in the 
company of Marun McCa“aess, his importance to the 
IRA was underlined when U.« organization immediately 
went to England to free him. But the plan failed when 
the rescue party was arrested. Keenan was sentenced 
to 18 years in prison, Dut since his release our sources 
maintain he is stil) playing a major role in the IRA's 
activities outside Ireland. [video shows scenes of Libya 
and A!4)edhdhafi, cutung to show archive shots of 
bombings. and Keenan being brought to tnal, Keenan 
at the commemoration service; returns to interview with 
Liam Clarke] 


[Begin Clarke recording) When he was arrested after his 
bombing campaign in Britain, the police found contact 
numbers for Middle Eastern terrorist groups, for Far 
Eastern ones, Red Army faction, a [word indistinct] 
telephone contacts. and also half a Libyan banknote 
which was apparently a recognition signal. So Brian 
Keenan's a very formidable man, certainly the police 
believe he's active and so do the security forces in 
England and the republic. [end recording) 


The Britush ae Keenan's great enemy, but like Sean 
McCaughey who died on hunger strike in the Republic 
of Ireland, he is deeply suspicious of Dublin. While 
many republicans were prepared to consider trusting the 
repuMic's previous government, men like Keenan reject 
calls from Joba Bruton for an historic compromise 
[video shows Keenan speaking at a rally] 


{Begin Keenan recording) The bastards in power now 
have closed those doors, and | tell you now | know that 
this struggle will go on for the Sean McCaughey’s, for 
the old comrades here, for the young people coming up 
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it will not be defeated. And those who dont want peace 
will get war. And if the conditions of conflict arise and 
stay, then it will be fought for, and in every pencration 
there will be a Scan McCaughey. lend recording} [video 
returns to the sull pecture of silhoucttes and identifies 
Joe Cahill] 


Joe Cahill was the man chosen to inform the republican 
movement in the United States that the IRA was about to 
declare a cease-fire. To many people it was the granting 
of has visa that finally persuaded the IRA to give the 
cessation of violence a chance. Cahill’s IRA credentials 
are impeccable. In 1942 he was sentenced to death 
for the murder of a policemen. Cahill was repneved 
at the last moment but one of his accomplices was 
hanged. After being interned in the border campaign 
in the 'SO0's he drifted away from the movement in the 
carly 1960's. But the sectarian noting at the start of the 
present troubles brought him back to the ranks 


Cahill saw the welcome given to British troops on the 
traditionally republican Falls Road [in Belfast] as a 
sign that the IRA had failed to provide its own people 
with adequate protection during the riots. Along with 
Gerry Adams, he and other republicans broke with the 
IRA's official leadership and set up the Provissonals. A 
member of the Provos’ first army council, he appeared 
in public during internment to prove IRA leaders had 


escaped capture. 


After escaping from Northern Ircland Joe Catull was 
then sent to Tripoli to take ovez the negotiations begun 
by Brian Keenan with Colonel al-Qadhdhati. In March 
1973, Cahill was arrested on board the Claudia, a cargo 
boat laden with Libyan weapons, and sentenced to 
three years in prison. In 1992 Joe Cabull addressed 4 
republican rally in Belfast, the warmth of his reception 
reflecting the respect in which he is held. To republic ans 
he is an IRA hero from the past whose presence bestows 
legitimacy on the present. Today he remains a vital 
part of the IRA's decision-making. [video shows Cahill 
afriving in the United States, archive footage of the 
border campaign, nots, British troops in Belfast, also 
archive footage of Cahill speaking in 1971, further shots 
of Tripoli, and Cahill at a Belfast rally, video returns to 
the silhouettes and wdentifies Scan Murray} 


Sean Murray, known as Spike Murray, ts another 
mulitarist. In 1981 Murray was caught trying to transport 
two beer-keg bombs to Belfast. At the time of his arrest 
the police also found two tons of explosives burned in an 
underground bunker in ( Kalloch), County Down Murray 
was sentenced to 12 years on prison, but was released in 
tome to attend the funeral of his cousin, Daneel McCann 
one of three IRA terrorists shot dead in 198E by the 
SAS [Special Air Service] in Gitraliar Spuke Murray's 
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importance in the IRA has im the past been the result 
of his close alliance with Gerry Adams. But, as the 
Gibraltar funerals demonstrated, Murray has his own 
place in the republican family. This is led a number 
of our contacts to believe that he is now the IRA's 
commander in Northern Ireland. |video shows archi: 
footage of Murray's arrest, the funeral, video returns to 
interview with Liam Clarke] 


{Begin Clarke recording] Well, he's certainly in the 
Northern command staff and he may well be the 
commander, and there's a number of security sources 
which say that. That would mean he would be in overall 
control of all IRA operations in Northern Ireland. [end 
recording | 


During the cease-fire Murray devoted himself to what in 
republican terms might be described as peaceful protest. 
Murray has considerable authority within the IRA, 
his influence having increased in line with republican 
frustration with the peace process. [video shows Murray 
speaking at protest rally, video returns to the silhoucttes|] 


For the IRA, war is much simpler than peace. It spares 
the republican movement the need to ask what all the 
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death and destruction has achieved and provides ts own 
endless logic of one more push to victory. War is the 
lifeblood of the IRA. The organization 1s rooted in blood 
sacnfice. It is a tradition that all too casily lends isclf 
to violence, but finds peace difficult and divisive. It 1s 
as if the graves of its dead maintain a constant guard 
against betrayal. Generations of IRA men have been 
inspired to kill and suffer on its behalf. The IRA wants 
what it can construc as an honourable scttiement. But 
any settlement requires compromise and a permanent 
turning away from the gun. Always in the past, when 
faced with the choice between war and peace, the IRA 
has chosen the politics of the grave. The question now 1s 
whether the call of the past will drown out the voices of 
the living. [video shows concluding shots of Milltown 
cemetery in Belfast] 


[Snow] Well, that report was by Jeremy Adams. We 
asked Sinn Fein if they wanted to make any comment 
on it, but they declined 
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treatment in contracts, whether in terms of buying Iraqi 
oil of selling food to Iraq. 

Let us listen to the Iragi minister's remarks to our 
radio in an interview by Ahmad Birty on French-lrag 


Cially im the industrial field and particularly im the oi! 
sector, are excellent and long-standing | came to France 
to meet with French Government officials and Prench 


France: Iraqi O8 Minister Meets With Total's CEO 


BRIOOG 120796 Paris AFP in French 
1040 GMT 10 Jun 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt) Paris. 10 Jun (APP) — brag 
Oil Minister ‘Amir Rashid of Monday [10 June} met 
with Total CBO Thierry Desmaret and the managers of 
the ot] group im the contest of a partial lifting of the on! 
embargo which had heen imposed by the United Nations 
on Irag im the wake of the Gulf War 


“We Giscussed the implementation of UN Resolubon 
986 and. more globally. our relations with Iraq. sources 
at the headquarters of the on! company indicated 
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Total, which is among the on] Companies interested in 
purchasing Iraqi crude oil, did not make any Comment 
on a possible signing of contracts. [passage omitted) 


The Iraqi oi! minister who will be in Paris until Tuesday 
{11 June} has already met French Industry Minister 
Franck Borowa He is also duc to mect with the 
management of Elf oil company and representatives 
of the CNPF [National Council of French Employers! 
[passage omutted). 


France: Joint Press Release on Dijon Summit 


BRO706 130996 (Internet) French Murastry of Foreven 
Affairs WWW in French 6 Jun 


[Jowt press reicase issued following the French-German 
Defense and Security Council Mecting in Dijon on § 
June 1996) 


(FBIS Translated Text) The Prench-German Defense 
and Security Council held its 1Sth session on $ June 
1996 on Dijon, chaired by the French president and the 
German chancellor. 


The Council welcomed the results of the intermunisiersal 
session of the Atlantic Council that was held in Berlin 
on 3 June. This meeting marked a key step toward the 
adaptation of the Atlanuc alliance and the development 
within it of a European security and defense entity 
that will permut the establishment of militarily coherent 
efficrem forces capable of operating under the politi a! 
convol and straiegx command of the WEL [Western 
European Union). it will thus help to shore up the 
transatlantx: partnership, to which both our countnes 
ae Commutted, by reshaping 1 


France and Germany will continue close consultations 
on this topic so that the decisions and lines of policy 
adopted in Berlin rapidly become realities 


The Council confirmed the broad agreement hetwoen 
the two Countries regarding the need to implemen! a 
common European defense polny and the future of 
relavons between the EL and the WEL) (fn thu hac 
both countries will bolster ther consullavons with a 
view to seeing progress made in the negotiations under 
way in the EU's Intergoveramental Conference 


The Council stressed the common dewre of both coun. 
thes to mngect a fresh impetus into Prench-German coop. 
cravon on defense and security in a European perepe. 
uve. 


With ths in mund the Council welcomed the progress 
report om establishing a jount Prench-German concep 
of security and defense. the underlying princuple of 
which was agreed by the Preach president and German 
chancellor in Bonn on 10 May. This first document 
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which will be complemented at the next French-German 
summit according to the work program adopted by 
the Council, reflects the very extensive convergence of 
views that cxists between the two Counties regarding 
staicgy, missions by the Armed Forces, and arms 
policy. The final document, which will be approved at 
the bilateral summit at the end of the year, will serve as 
a framework providing arcicrence and guidclines for an 
ambitious strengthening of French-German cooperation 
in this area. 


On this basis the Council requested the relevant min- 
isters to draw up joint proposals between now and the 
next French-German summit aimed at developing the 
cooperation between the two countries in the military 
and arms sectors along European lines. For the bilateral 
summut at the end of the year the defense ministers were 
called upon to assess the prospects of cooperation on 
ams and draw up a framework document on the prin- 
ciples underlying medium- and long-term bilateral co- 
operation, including the preparation of jornt plans based 
on the two countries’ requirements. As soon as possible 
they will set up a bilateral working group assigned to 
systematically examine possible ways of reducing costs 
in the different programs on which both countries are 


cooperating. 


The framework cooperation agreement in the military 
observation satellite sector ts duc to be signed at the 
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autumn summut. Whatever happens the calendar agroed 
in Baden-Baden for the development and launch of 
military observation satellites will have to be respected. 


Finally, the Council assessed the state of negotiations in 
Geneva on the comprehensive nuclea test ban treaty. 
France and Germany underlined the importance they 
attach to the conclusion of an agreement over the ncxt 
few weeks with a view to signing the treaty this autumn 


They agreed to step up their jornt efforts with this 
objective in mind. 


A comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty that is both uni- 
versal and internationally and efficiently verifiable will 
make a major contribution to nuclear disarmament and 
the fight against the proliferation of nuclear weapons. 
ht will therefore mark a decisive stage in the imple- 
mentation of the decisions adopted at the conference 
extending the treaty on the nonproliferavon of nuclear 
weapons held in New York in May 1995. 


The Council also emphasized the importance of con- 
cluding the agreement on arms control provided for by 


the peace agreements regarding Bosnia within the des- 
ignated deadlines, in other words before 1! June 1996 
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(PBIS Translated Text) The National Council members 


aah adage rag Leagan 
can be held. They also stress 


President Giavkos Kiirndhis noted that the National 
Council decisions make him feel stronger in light of 
his talks im the United States. Correspondent Kostas 
Yennaris reports on today's National Council meeting. 


{Begin recording) [Yennaris}] The National Council 
convened again today and marmtained the Greek Cypriot 
side's firm posiuon on President Kiirdhis’ stance wm 
his upcomung mectings: That common ground must be 
found on the basic aspects of the Cyprus issue before 
direct talks can be held. Although everyone seems to be 
this position, the National Council members 
have a different view on the refere.ce point, that is, the 
aspects. They also evaluate differently what can 
constitute common ground. Some developments since 
the latest meeting of the body led to the decision to hold 
a new discussion on the Greek Cypriot side's positions 
and adapt them to the new facts. Some of these issues 
seem to be related to sovereignty and the proposal for 
the presence of an international force. The date for this 
meeting will be determined *fter Kiindhis returns to 


i 


In a statement after the mecting. government spokesman 
loannis Kasoulidhus said President Kiinidhis will rester- 


Leaving his office, President Kierwthis cleified that 
a ee oe 


[(Kiiridhis} Common ground means that some of the 


positions are being accepted. There might be minor 
differences, but essentially there 1s a Common positon 


[Unidentified correspondent} Mr President. do you fee! 
stronger for your upcoming significant mectings after 
today’s National Counci! meeting” 

[Kiiridtus} 1 & certainly good to know that all of the 
partics—cuceyt once—agree with the position tat we 
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must sot hold talks hefore there 1s Common ground on 
the basic aspects, because this would be a repetition of 
fruitless talks leading nowhere [end recording) 


The vast mayonty of National Council members suppon 
thal 1 1s Necessary to fied Common ground before talks 
can be held. They also support President Kiindhis’ 
proposal for cxpanded disengagement. Correspondent 
Androula Yeoryradhou reports 


[Begun recording} [Yecorysadhou] All of the parhamen- 
lary partes, caxcept the Pree Democrats Party, told the 
National Council that common ground must be found 
before the Greek Cyprict side attends talks. But, AKEL 
[Restorative Party of the Working People) presented 
differemt views regarding the parameters of common 
ground 


* (Mates) There was unanimity on most imsues, but 


there were different views on some of the issucs. But, 
basically | can say that the National Council members 
were unanimous on how the msue must he hanwed with 
President Clinton and the UN secretary general 


[Khnstofias} There was a differentiation on the view 
thal was capressed in Athens, on what the parameters 
of common ground are. As we have said before and 
repeated Many limes, we are satisfied if we assert that 
Denktas and Ankara are moving from the unacceptahic 
postion regarding sovereignty 


[Kiprianou) The National Council's majority very cor- 
fectly supported the position that preparation is neces. 
sary for talks to he meamngful That is, common ground 
must he found on Pasi aspects of the Cyprus imeue 


{Lissaridius| Prerequisites are necessary in order to 
resume talks. in order to accept a direct mocting between 
President Kiiridhis and Denktas The main prerequisite 
is that Views must converge on the basi aspects of the 


Cyprus issue 


[Vasihou) I do not heleve the Turkish side will agree 
before talks. Even if the Turks say they agree, nothing 
stops them from saying later that this is not what they 
meant 


[Yeoryiadhou)] In its entirety, the National Council 
supported President Kiindhis’ proposal for expanded 
disengagement beyond Pentadaktylos and Troadhos 
Bu, AKEL and KED [Pree Democrats Movement] 
support that the UN propesal for parual disengagement 
must not he resected. [end recording! 
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Greece: Athens, U.S. Fear ‘Hot Incident’ With 
Turkey 

NC09061639906 Athens ET-/ Telewunon Network 
in Greek 1530 GMT 9 Jun % 


([FBIS Translated Text} Athens’ and Washington's fears 
of a hot mcoident with Turkey we muluplying. US. 
State Department officials consider a Grock-Turlash 
collision possible. Navona! Defense Minuster Yerasimos 
Arsents considers this a visible danger. Chamber of 
Deputies President Apostolos Kaklamanis said Greece 
will reply if the neighboring country implements its 
aggressiveness. 

[Begin recording | [Unidentified correspondent} National 


Defense Minister Yerasimos Arsenis today reiterated 
that a Turkish danger is now visible and stressed 


Greece's role in the Libyan sca and in the southeast 
Mediterranean sea COommunK ation actwork 
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One of the man reason Ankara so provocauvely framed 
the wssuc of Gavdbos im the ‘package of gray arcas” 
and, for the first ume, spoke abou! an wea west of the 
25th meridian (passing west of Thasos-Prinos, Ayros 
Evstratios, and Irakon on Crete) is to torpedo Greece's 
efforts to remforce is (acronzutical) role im the arca 
south of Crete. Since 1913 the 25th meridian has been 


Every committee makes suggestions, the most impor- 


U.S.-Libyan crisis on the Gulf of Syrtis. 


So the areca of Crete—operationally—helongs to 
NATO's upper and lower antrocket shickds, which, 
apart from the military advantages, mean the Jevel- 
opmem of high technology mdustries, infrastructure 
projects for radar in 1998, and connection with the 
alliance 's battle control for admunistration, information. 
and communk ations for our country 


memorandum to NATO in which i proposed that the 
Ktalian navy take responsibility for the arca west of 
Gavdhos and the Turkish navy cast of the island 


ht also proposed that a naval section of the Turkey- 


At another Alliance committee a Turkish officer suhemet- 
ted a study of issues Concerning extensive aw defense. 
im which he stressed that no infrastructure 1s needed for 
Crete and Gavdbos. He continued by saying that what 
1s needed are high-technology (anurocket) systems on 
Turkish ships to communicate with US ones and with 
satellites that will epot and destroy hostile rockets 
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Greece: Athens’ Reaction to Island lesue 
Summarized 

NO0706201396 Athens Ellinsti Raduofoma Radiw 
Network in Greet 1700 GMT 7 Jun 9 


(PBIS Translated Excerpt] The statement on Gavdhos 


Island last might by U.S. State Department spokesman 

Nicholas Burns evoked Athens’ response. Foreign Min- 

ister Theodhoros Pangalos and National Defense Min- 

ister Yerasemos Arsenis railed Turkish provocativencss 

and said they were vigilan. Pangalos today brnefed Pres- 
Stefancpoulos 


(Begin recording) (Meictis} This morning Foreign Min- 


community about the unacceptable Turkish claims and 
Pursuits 
Chinese. 
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not discuss Nicholas Burns’ statement that cupressed 
Wastungion’s wish to mediate to resolve the differ 
ences. The U.S. State Department spokesman not only 
described Gavdbs as a Grock-Turkish difference, but 
also made known thal af & recent meeting US 
Secretary of State Warren Christopher and Turkish 
Foreign Minister Emre Gonensay discussed the general 
issue of the Acgean islands. He suid that in the past 
few days the United States has talked about this issue 
with both sides. He sad) We will proceed privately 
with this issue to be more effective. fend recording) 


Arsenis strongly criucized the US. policy of mamtamn- 
ing an equal distance from the two sides on the issuc of 
Gavdhos. Correspondent Loukas Dhimakas reports. 


equal distances when it comes to outrageous behavior 


William Perry, in Brussels next week and with his other 


We are vigilant and ready to deal with any provocation 
Asked if we must be concerned because of a report 
today in the WALL STREET JOXURNAL that there is 
a danger of a conflagration in the Aegean, Arsenis sand 
there is no cause for concern bul we must not feel rest 
assured esther 


Referring to the KISEA [Government Council on For- 
cagn and Defense Affairs) meeting on Monday [1/0 June} 
and stating bow the Defense Ministry wews Groek- 
Turkish relations, the defense minister said the poliucal 
aspect and Turkish threat will he examined. He sand 
will also he determined whether we might need to make 
additional moves and take more preventive measures in 
addon to what has been done already Arsen did 
oot assure a sance on the siep-hy-step poly regard- 
ing Groek- Turkish relations He sand he wil! cupress his 
view at Monday s meeting lend recording) 
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Turkey: Erbakan on Task of Forming New 
Government 


TA0706172496 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1530 GMT 7 Jun 96 


[News conference by Welfare Party leader Necmettin 
Erbakan with unidentified corresp. dents after Turkish 
President Suleyman Demirel assigned him the task of 
forming a government, at the Turkish Grand National 
Assembly — live] 


{FBIS Translated Text) I greet all of you with respect 
and thank you for your interest. As you already know, 
I have just met with the president. The president 
summoned the political party leaders this morning and 
Started conducting consultations immediately after Mr. 
Yilmaz relinquished his task. In the wake of these 
consultations and in line with democratic regulations, 
the president decided to assign the task of forming a 
government to the Welfare Party [RP], which is the 
largest party in Turkey and has the majority of deputies 
at the Turkish Grand National Assembly [TGNA)]. This 
document shows that the president assigned to me the 
task of forming a goverrment. 


First, | ask God for this assignment to be auspicious for 
our country and the whole of humanity. We are all aware 
of the responsibility that goes with this task. I hope to 
God that this assignment will yield a government that 
will save our country from being without a government 
and render the services long awaited by our people and 
our country. I also umplore God that he give us common 
sense in the services to be undertaken in this world and 
the next. 


As you all know, 65 million of our citizens find 
themselves in a difficult situation today. The raison 
d'etre of all our parties is to serve our people and 
country. For this reason, it is the common wish of all 
the children of our country that a government be set 
up that will solve the issues faced by our people and 
provide them with services. 


According to the present parliamentarian arithmetics, 
such a government will most definitely be a coalition 
government. As you are aware, harmony among the 
coalition partners, sincerity, and trust are the most 
important conditions in coalition governments. Stability 
will be reestablished in the country once this 1s realized 
and a majority is secured in the parliament. 


The most important issue is to save Turkey from 
ammguity and secure a stable environment that is based 
on a reliable parliamentary majority. This is probably 
the first duty expected from those parties that will 
jon in the coalition. As you know by now, it is 
impossible to solve the issues facing the country by 
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any old government formed under whatever conditions. 
The people expect a government to be set up that will 
bring solutions to their problems. For this reason, i is 
essential that a coalition be formed by the partics getting 
together in a bid to achieve this aim and with a sincere 
wish to serve the nation. 


Our people showed us the way in the 24 December 
elections. It is essential in democracies to respect 
the decision of the people. There is democracy in 
Turkey. What we are experiencing right now is proof 
of democracy. The people chose the RP as the largest 
party, and for this reason the president assigned us the 
task of forming a government. This is one of the most 
natural rules of democracy. 


In accordance with the requirements of democracy, we 
will launch the necessary initiatives in a bid to establish 
a government that has the support of the majority and 
undertakes work in a stable, determined, and sincere 
manner. It is our duty to complete the task assigned to 
us as soon as possible since almost six months have been 
wasted since 24 December. Our people cannot wait any 
more. 


Taking all these facts into consideration, we will first 
convene the authoritative councils of our party to 
swiftly determine the fundamentals and the program 
upon which we will base our work to sct up a new 
government. Along the lines of this program, we will 
hold contacts with the parties represented at the TGNA, 
hold friendly talks with them, and propose that they 
undertake work in Cooperation. 


You know our principles. We can work in excellent 
harmony and in goodwill with all the parties represented 
at the TGNA. This is not only a hope and wish. | say 
all this because we are the party that has in the past 
undertaken such work and has the most experience in 
this matter. We ave in the past set up coalitions with 
our social democrat colleagues and rendered extremely 
favorable services to our country. We have in the past 
set up coalitions with those parties that have liberal 
views and conservative approaches and rendered very 
favorable services to our country as well. We worked in 
harmony in all these coalitions. For this reason, there is 
no reason whatsoever not to undertake the same things 
today also. Moreover, present conditions are much more 
favorable for conducting work in cooperation because 
all the parties in the TGNA will submit the same list if 
you ask them to prepare a list on the issues facing the 
country. You will also see that 90 percent of them will 
give the same solutions to the issues. For this reason, 
much more favorable conditions are present regarding 
solving the issues facing the country in comparison to 


20 years ago. 
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We will contact al! the parties in goodwill to set up a 
government that will yield solutions to the issues facing 
the people. We will assess the results of our meetings 
along the I'nes of the impressions we form in the wake 
of our contacts, decide on the nature of the coalition that 
besi serves the country, and carry out this decision as 
soon as possible and do whatever is necessary to save 
our country from being left without a government. 
The reality, which we believe in and which experience 
has proven, is that the RP is the largest party in Turkey 
and has received 34 percent of the votes in the 2 June 
elections. The 2 June elections are a small-scale mode! 
of Turkey. The RP would have received 34 percent of 
the votes if a general election had been held on that day. 
For this reason, as the largest party in the parliament 
and country, we have to shoulder the responsibility of 
serving the people. | would like to state, however, that 
i is wrong under the present conditions to excite the 
people and give hopes to the effect that issues will be 
solved without the RP. In other words, it is impossible 
to bring a solution to this situation without the RP. It is 
for this reason that the president said that he will call! on 
all parties to adopt a constructive stand in establishing 
a government. We beiieve that all the parties wil! act 
along these lines. God willing, Turkey will very soon 
have a government that will solve its issues and serve 
the people in goodwill. 


This is all I have to say for now. I expect all the citizens 
and 65 million of our country's children to pray that this 
work will succeed. 


{Correspondent} When will you start holding the initial 
contacts? 


[Erbakan]} | have just said that we will convene our av- 
thoritative councils and first determine the fundamentals 
and the work program. | expect to convene the authori- 
tative councils at 1400 tomorrow. We have the meeting 
of the heads of our provinces tomorrow. This is a nice 
coincidence. Actually this mecting was planned before. 
but it coincided with tomorrow's meeting. Tomorrow 
we will hold a special meeting with our authoritative 
bodies and determine our work program. We will then 
announce to you the basis of our work and contacts in 
the wake of our meeting. 


(Correspondent) [indistinct question} 

{Erbakan} it is impossible to set a timetable for now 
This issuc depends on the meetings. We will do 
everything necessary to sect up a government as soon 
as possible. 


{Correspondent} Will you make the issue of premiership 
an issue for bargaining this time’ 


TURKEY 27 


{Erbakan} You can see for yourselves the ouicome of the 
bargaining that was conducted the last ume. Bargaining 
of this sort undermines the stability in the country. 
There are coalitions set up all over the world. The 
methods according to which coalitions should be sect 
up are clear, and it is the nation that decides on their 
structure. All of us must respect the decision of the 
nation. The RP received 34 percent of the votes in 
the 2 June elections. The party that came in second 
received 20 percent of the votes, and the party that 
came in third received only 12 percent of the votes. 
The regulations that have to be abided by within such a 
framework are clear. The government issue is a very 
serous maticr. Moreover, what is the importance of 
cquette within the government if all the decisions are 
made and implemented jointly’ These are not important 
issues. The most natural way is to set up a government 
that will work according to democratic regulations and 
undertake work in a healthy, stable, and reasonable 
manner. 


[Correspondent] [indistinct question] 


{Erbakan} You know that all these issues were prompted 
artificially the last time. They were forced on us in a bid 
to exclude the RP from the government. They were put 
forward artificially so that the two almost equal partes 
would get together. These artificial undertakings did not 
benefit anybody. For this reason, the best way is to act 
within reasonable and siable measures. 


|Correspondent] How will the coalition meetungs affect 
the recent scenario in the political scene in which the RP 
and the True Path Party [DYP] have approached cach 
other. 


[Erbakan}] We can work in harmony with the DYP, 
Motherland Party, Democratic Left Party. and the Re- 
publican People’s Party, all of whom are our brothers 
It is out of the question to make a preference and dif- 
ferentiate among these parties. We love all of them. All 
of them are the children of our country, and all of them 
hope to serve this country. They are all experienced and 
have valuable cadres. | hope that it will be possible for 


all of us to get together 


[Correspondent] Will you adopt a favorable approach in 
the event that one of the parties proposes to set up an 
clecuion government’ 


|Erbakan] This depends on the conditions. We seck to 
serve the country now. Such an undertaking, however, 
may not prove to be successful and productive. Elections 
are a solution in democracies, and therefore the option 
of holding elections is open 


{Correspondent} Will you accept to set up an election 
government’ 
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{Erbakan} | said now that we first seck to serve the 
country. We, however, are not afraid to go to elections 
if the conditions require thal it be so. As you see, 
cach election reinforces the RP. We will only emerge 
more powerful from the elections and thus render better 
service. 


{Correspondent} [indistinct question] 


{Erbakan} We will only be graicful to anybody who sets 
up a government that will serve this country and work 
in harmony. We, as the RP. do not insist on taking 
part in the government. | have said so numerous times. 
We grow more quickly when we remain outside the 
government. It will be in the interests of our party 
to remain outside the government. We will only be 
glad to remain outside the government for reasons that 
are beyond us since our party will grow even more. 
The main message issued by the nation in the 2 June 
elections is that they are capable of bringing to power 
the RP on its own. Nowhere in the world do you 
encounter a boom in the votes from 22 percent to 34 
percent. The reason the nation has acted in this way is 
to give the message that the RP should not be cheated 
out of its rights because they are capable of bringing it 
to power on its own. For this reason, we will grow and 
expand even more as a party if we do not partake in the 
government. On the other hand, however, it will be out 
of the question for us to tell 6S million of our country’s 
children that we will not partake in the government by 
giving artificial excuses because this nation is ours and 


we love our Turkey. 


{Correspondent} Will you refuse to partake in a coalition 
in the event that the task of forming a government is 


assigned to others’ 


{Erbakan} | cannot deliver an opinion on matters that 
have not even taken place. | thank you. Let God make 


it auspicious. 


Turkey: Demirel Meets Party Leaders on 
Covernment 


TA0706150396 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turtish 1000 GMT 7 Jun % 


[Passages within quotation marks recorded] 


[FBIS Translated Text] This morning, President Su- 
le man Demirel received Welfare Party [RP] leader 
Necmettin Erbakan first. The meeting started at 09) 
and lasted “) minutes. In a statement after the mect- 
ing. Erbakan said that he conveyed to the president his 
impressions on the people's problems. He said that the 
most important issue before Turkey today is the estab- 
lishment of a few government as soon as possible He 
added: Everytexty realizes that it is essential to create 
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a Majority government from this parliament as soon as 
ible so thal services can be extended to the people 


speedily 


The RP leader pointed out that in the 24 December 
elections, the nation clearly showed how the government 
was to be established, but that as a result of the efforts 
of certain circles, democracy was damaged, and that 
instead of reaching a democratic solution, forced and 
aftificial solutions were resorted to. In the end, he said, 
it became obvious that these artificial solutions do not 
do anything for the country. 


Erbakan stressed that in a democracy it is impossible to 
ignore the largest party. 


{Erbakan] “All these facts clearly show that today there 
cannot be a government without the RP and that these 
forced and artificial experiments will not yield any 
results. Consequently, the present conditions are far 
more suitable than those of six months ago for the 
establishment of a government by the RP. It is clear 
that even those circles that used to insist otherwise now 
say that the RP must be given a chance. Anyway, that 
is a basic rule of democracy.” 


The RP leader pointed out that President Demirel! has 
been very careful about abiding by democratic rules so 
far. He went on to say that it would be meaningless 
for anybody to tell the president, while the negotiations 
are still going on, that he or she has reached an 
agreement with this or that party, and that they can 
set up a government without the RP. He stressed that 
a government can be established only during official 
negotiations to be started after a party leader is assigned 
the task. He added: And the procedure to do this is 
obvious. Obviously, the largest party will be assigned 
the task, without any waste of time, I believe by this 
evening. Then the official contacts will begin. 


Demirel later received Republican People’s Party [CHP] 
leader Deniz Baykal. In a statement after the mecting, 
which lasted approximately 30 minutes, Baykal said 
that the coalition collapsed even though not even three 
months had clapsed since the government was formed 
and added: The country is back at the starting point once 
again. Explaining that the relations between the two 
partics forming the coalition were completely destroyed 
and that the chances of securing cooperation with an 
eye to the future had diminished even further, Baykal 
added: Under these circumstances, a union among the 
124 social democrat deputies in the parliament may be 
a way out of this situation. 


[Baykal) “A new political will, beginning, and initia- 
tive should be launched from this starting point. The 
outcome of the initiative launched by the center-right 
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is evident. We also think that there are no objective 
conditions present now for securing results through re- 
inforcing, repairing, or restoring this initiative by asking 
support from the right and left. What is left for us to do 
then? I think that a new way out — if we are sincerely 
looking for a way out — can be found in the union 
of the 124 social democrat deputies in the parliament. 
Such a union should serve as a basis.” 


confidence in the wake of the Constitutional Court 
ruling, was not able to take up the ¢ omestic and foreign 
issues faced by the country. Noting that it has become 
Clear 
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be considered, —iller added: However, Demirel 
displayed an approach along the lines of this issue 
concerning the Assembly. 

In reply to questions, Ciller said that as the DYP. they 
will exert every effort necessary to realize this four- 
party formula and added: As the largest party, it is up 


; 
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to us to assume the role of leadership in forming this 
four-party coalition. 


In reply to another question, Ciller said that the DYP’s 
forming a coalition with the RP will be considered only 
if it becomes evident that the four-party formula is not 
possible and added: We have priorities, and we will 
exert efforts to secure them. 


Bulent Ecevit. In his statement following the mecting, 
Ecevit said: The state is not tantamount to government 
only. The sound operation of the state institutions is 
important as well. Explaining that the government crisis 
can be surmounted in time, Ecevit poisied out the 
importance of surmounting the difficulties emerging 
regarding the issue of foreign relations. Noting that no 
progress has been made on the issue of undertaking 
new afrangements regarding the Poised Hammer and 
the state of emergency implementation, Ecevit added: 
We may not lend our support to extending these two 
mandates from now on. 


Stating that all hope of securing cooperation between the 
DYP and ANAP has been lost, Ecevit said: Even though 
there are no new solutions to the government crisis on 
the horizon at this stage, such a solution can be found. 
Several circles have also started to support the view 
we always held on having carly elections. However, a 
period of six to seven months is needed to secure the 
necessary infrastructure arrangements. 


In reply to a reporter's question on his view on Ciller’s 
proposal for a four-party coalition and Yilmaz’ proposal 
for forming a left-wing bloc, Ecevit said: Al present, 
the two coalition partners have virtually broken off their 
relations. | cannot imagine the harmony that will evolve 
from adding two other parties to the two existing parties, 
which have severed relations and continually try to lay 
a trap for each other. Ecevit continued: Meanwhile, the 
other proposal to the effect that ANAP or DYP should 
form a government with the DSP and CHP could not 
work out numerically either. A situation in which hopes 
are pinned on some deputies who may be resigning from 
the DYP does not inspire much confidence as well. I, 
myself, do not think thet ihis is such a valid solution. 


Demirel later received Greai Unity Party leader Muhsin 
Yazicioglu. In a statemcat he issued following the meet- 
ing, Yazicioglu said that a forced two-party coalition 
was established when a more powerful government 
could have been formed within today's parliament and 
added: This is tantamount to disregarding the national 
will. Turkey would not have faced the difficulties it 
faces today if a search for a government would have 
been launched that respected the national will. 
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Yazicioglu said: Stability will be secured in this par- 
liament if searches for a government are launched that 
will not disregard a political party — in other words the 
RP, which was established in line with the democratic 
system and founded in line with the Consutution — and 
if we do not consider illegal a party that was legally es- 
tablished within the system. A contrary understanding 
is forced and will perpetuate instability. 
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Yazicioglu charged that under today’s conditions they 
do not think carly clecuons are favorable and added 
that a coalition government between the center mght 
and center left will lead the couniry to the formation of 


cliques. 
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